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Following a select committee investigation, Victorian Hansard was conceived
when the following amended motion was passed by the Legislative Assembly
on 23 June 1865:
That in the opinion of this house, provision should be made to secure a more accurate
report of the debates in Parliament, in the form of Hansard.

The sessional volume for the first sitting period of the Fifth Parliament, from
12 February to 10 April 1866, contains the following preface dated 11 April:
As a preface to the first volume of “Parliamentary Debates” (new series), it is not
inappropriate to state that prior to the Fifth Parliament of Victoria the newspapers of the
day virtually supplied the only records of the debates of the Legislature.
With the commencement of the Fifth Parliament, however, an independent report was
furnished by a special staff of reporters, and issued in weekly parts.
This volume contains the complete reports of the proceedings of both Houses during the
past session.

In 2016 the Hansard Unit of the Department of Parliamentary Services
continues the work begun 150 years ago of providing an accurate and complete
report of the proceedings of both houses of the Victorian Parliament.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 12.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER — Order! We acknowledge the
traditional Aboriginal owners of the land on which we
are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture,
their elders past, present and future, and elders from
other communities who may be here today.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Today I welcome Vini
Namosimalua, Secretary-General to the Parliament of
the Republic of Fiji Islands. Welcome.
Further, in the gallery today I also want to welcome a
former Speaker of the Legislative Assembly, the
Honourable Ken Smith, the former member for Bass.

MINISTRY
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I wish to advise the
house of changes to the ministry. I am very pleased to
welcome back the member for Williamstown, who will
take on the portfolios of industry and employment as
well as the resources portfolio. The member for
Bellarine will take on the portfolios of police and water.
The Minister for Public Transport will add major
projects to her portfolio responsibilities. The minister
for energy will have the portfolios of environment and
climate change as well as the new portfolio of suburban
development. The Minister for Training and Skills in
the other place will be responsible for the corrections
portfolio as well as international education.
I also wish to advise the house of changes in
representative arrangements between the houses. In this
place the Attorney-General will represent the Special
Minister of State. The Minister for Police will represent
the Minister for Corrections. The Deputy Premier and
Minister for Education will represent the Minister for
International Education.
In the other place the Special Minister of State will
represent the Minister for Major Projects and the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
as well as the Minister for Suburban Development. The
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade will
represent the Minister for Tourism and Major Events,
the Minister for Sport and the Minister for Veterans.
The Minister for Regional Development will represent
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the Minister for Industry and Employment, and the
Minister for Resources.
All other representative arrangements remain
unchanged. An updated general order has been finalised
and can be found on the Department of Premier and
Cabinet’s website.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Police resources
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Police. Does the minister
intend to end this government’s policy of closing police
stations across Victoria?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I am
quaking in my boots at that question, absolutely
quaking in my boots.
This is my first opportunity as Minister for Police to put
on record my admiration and my absolute support for
the thousands of brave men and women who serve in
our police force each and every day, people who put
themselves on the line. In fact I am very pleased that
within the police force we have thousands of very
strong, resilient women who are out there on the front
line. Unlike some others, we see that women have a
really critical role in our emergency services, whether it
be in the police or in firefighting.
Let us be really, really clear here. Firstly, there have
been absolutely no cuts to police; in fact there is a
continuing increase.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — Absolutely no cuts at all. In fact
our police numbers are higher than when those opposite
left government.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will come to order.
Ms NEVILLE — Speaker, I am sure they will start
to get very loud here, but let us put the facts on the
table. We have to go back to the Bolte government era
to find a time when a coalition government ever funded
sworn police officers. They have been funded only
under a Labor government.
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Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, this was a
straightforward question to the minister about whether
the minister will continue the policy of closing police
stations. It did not contain any form of preamble for the
minister. It was a straightforward question, which, I
might add, Speaker, you have asked for in this
chamber. You have said that ministers in this chamber
should answer all of the question and not take note of
the preamble. Well, here is a question with no
preamble, straight up. The minister is not answering the
question. I ask you to bring her back to it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was being
responsive. The minister will continue and will
continue to endeavour to respond in a responsive way
to the question.
Ms NEVILLE — I have just been putting the facts
on the table. The other important fact here is that there
is absolutely no policy to close police stations. The
police commissioner made it absolutely clear both in
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings
and in media statements that the 329 stations in Victoria
will not close, and they have not been closing. They
have absolutely not been closing.
It is this side in government that has invested almost
$600 million. In fact over the last two years, two
budgets, we have invested more than those on that side
did in their whole time in government. We are getting
on with giving the police the resources they need to
keep our communities safe. On this side of the house,
unlike those opposite, we will not undermine the chief
commissioner. We will not do what they did to Simon
Overland. We will support our police commissioner.
We will give the police the resources and the support
that they need to protect our community.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Noting that
the minister said there had been no cuts to police
stations, with police stations having closed or having
had their hours cut at Ashburton, Burwood, Somerville,
Carrum Downs, Torquay, Nunawading and Lakes
Entrance, I ask: will even a single one of these stations
reopen or be re-staffed to be restored to full under this
minister’s watch?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Can I just
start again. There have been no closures of police
stations, absolutely none. What the police
commissioner — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Tuesday, 24 May 2016

Ms NEVILLE — I find it so ironic that it was that
side of the house that changed the legislation — the
Police Act 2013, which came into effect in 2014 — that
said, You cannot direct the police commissioner’. You
are the ones that did that. That was after basically
getting rid of a police commissioner, after Peter Ryan
and Tristan Weston.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the minister. The opposition asked a question of
the minister. The minister is endeavouring to respond.
The minister is entitled to silence and the Chair is
entitled to hear the answer in order to be able to
adjudicate as fairly as possible. The minister, to
continue in silence.
Ms NEVILLE — Speaker, do not take my word for
it; let us have a quote from the chief commissioner
himself:
We haven’t been closing police stations. What we have been
doing is adjusting hours where counters have been staffed by
police.
…
… we need police stations — —

Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern is warned. The Chair will not warn the
member for Malvern again. I call on the Premier to
make a minister’s statement.

Ministers statements: dairy industry
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — It has never been
more important for us to support our dairy farmers and
dairy farming communities right across our state, and
that is why I am so very proud to announce a new
initiative of additional support to be provided by the
government and the dairy sector for those dairy farmers
and dairy farming communities across our state.
In the days following the decision by Murray Goulburn,
Fonterra and Lion to retrospectively cut the price paid
for milk and milk solids, the Minister for Agriculture
put together a task force and has worked diligently over
these recent weeks to come up with this plan —
$11.4 million in additional support. It is a combination
of support from industry and also support from our
government. There is an industry contribution of
$5.2 million, comprising $1.4 million from the
Gardiner Foundation, $2.8 million from Dairy Australia
and $1 million from Murray Goulburn itself.
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The government will also provide an additional
$4.5 million to support affected dairy farmers and
appropriately — properly — just as we did with
drought, we will consult and listen to those
communities, those farmers, those families in those
regions across the state to determine where that
$4.5 million would be best invested to provide support
and assistance at what is, without a doubt, one of the
most difficult times our dairy industry has faced for a
very long time.
No dairy farmer could have been expected, while the
processors were talking up prospects for the coming
financial year, to be hit with a substantial reduction in
the price and a retrospective bill, with them owing the
supplier rather than the usual course of events, where
farmers would be indeed paid for the first-class
product — the world-class product — that they and
their families produce. There will be financial
counselling, emotional counselling and on-farm support
for transition. We are standing with our dairy farmers,
and I would hope all members of this place could join
us in that effort.

Police resources
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. Is it a fact that the most recent
Victoria Police personnel figures show that there are
now 131 fewer frontline sworn officers in Victorian
police stations than there were in November 2014?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Can I thank
the member for his question. Let us be very, very clear:
that is absolutely wrong. It is absolutely wrong. There
have been no cuts. In fact police figures, November
2014, 13 151.
An honourable member — What was that number
again?
Ms NEVILLE — It was 13 151; March, 13 215.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — These are figures — —
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Ms NEVILLE — These are figures provided to me,
just yesterday by the chief commissioner in fact in our
meeting. We have managed, in two budgets, to increase
police personnel by 1156. Our increase to frontline
police numbers — sworn police — is running at a
40.5 per cent increase since 2000 compared to
population growth of about 26 per cent. This budget
continues that investment. There are 406 additional
frontline police in this budget.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook and the member for Hawthorn!
Ms NEVILLE — The rollout of our custody
officers is being brought forward — 400 of them, with
200 of them being delivered by the end of June this
year. There are 84 already out there freeing up time.
There is new equipment for our police officers, freeing
up their frontline time. It is absolutely clear that the
only government that has ever invested in sworn police
officers in this state since the Bolte government era is
the Labor government.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given that the minister
has denied the accuracy of Victoria Police’s own
published personnel figures, I refer — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition. The Chair is unable to hear the manager of
opposition business when the manager of opposition
business is putting a supplementary question to the
minister. It is an important supplementary question, and
the Chair expects to be able to hear that question. The
manager of opposition business, to continue in silence.
Mr CLARK — I refer the minister to the fact that
police in Melton have said publicly, and I quote:
All the sergeants in our office know that one day it’s going to
blow up in our faces with the jobs we put on hold. Someone
will get killed and the public will be looking at us for
answers.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is
responding to a question as put by the opposition. The
minister, the Chair and, may I say, the media are
entitled to hear the question and the answer in order to
communicate that to our constituents. Members will
allow the minister to continue in silence.

So I ask: with desperate pleas like this coming from
frontline police across our state, will the minister
commit to recruiting the 800 frontline police officers
the police association says are urgently needed to
protect our communities?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — We
absolutely believe we need frontline police, and that is
why in this budget alone — put aside last year’s
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budget — we have 406 frontline workers being
employed and recruited in the next two years. That is in
the next two years, not over four years — in the next
two years. So overall in two years we will have an
additional 1156 police personnel. We have got our
custody officers. We have got our PSOs on the Night
Network. We have got our frontline police officers. We
have got our specialist terrorism workers. We have got
our specialist gang workers. We have got our specialists
looking at public order. So we believe we do need more
police, and that is why we are recruiting those police
through our $600 million investment.

Ministers statements: employment
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — With your indulgence, Speaker, can I
just very, very briefly thank members on all sides of the
Parliament for the respect, encouragement and support
they have shown me and briefly acknowledge my wife,
who is in the gallery today, for her support.
It is great to be back and informing the house of a new
government initiative, which is the launch of the Jobs
Employment Victoria Network. Recently launched by
my colleague the previous Minister for Employment,
the Jobs Victoria Employment Network will help
disadvantaged Victorians find meaningful work and
stay employed. The Andrews government has created
more than 113 000 new jobs since it came to office. We
have also delivered a budget — a very good budget —
which is aimed at creating many more jobs, particularly
for Victorians who might face multiple barriers to
employment and then struggle to stay in employment.
This is a particular passion of mine and one of the
reasons that I came to the Parliament. I have seen the
power of helping young people get jobs and how this
can turn their lives around. These are the issues that will
drive me each and every day in the new portfolios of
employment, industry and resources. It is initiatives like
these that will make our proud government even
prouder in terms of delivering the outcomes that
Victorians want and deserve.
The Jobs Victoria Employment Network is a key part
of our Jobs Victoria program. Round one funding from
the employment network will provide $25 million in
grants to specialist employment providers to help them
connect disadvantaged job seekers with job
opportunities and support them once they are
employed. Sometimes people just need a helping hand
to get a job, and it is Labor and only ever Labor that
works with these vulnerable communities to help them.
The Andrews Labor government is giving young
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workers a head start and disadvantaged workers a fresh
start and getting Victoria back to work.

Police resources
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Police. At the most recent
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing the
Chief Commissioner of Police confirmed that crime in
Victoria is set to get worse before it gets better. Can the
minister confirm that the chief commissioner is right
and that under her watch crime will continue to get
worse?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. Clearly he
supports the chief commissioner on some things but not
on others. He backs him — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — The chief commissioner, I think
if you have a look at the full quote, actually talks about
this as having been an increase over the last six years.
So there has been absolutely a pattern — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — There is no doubt that there have
been increases in the crime rate over the last six-year
period. I am happy to take people through those figures,
but it is probably more useful to talk about the future.
In my initial conversations with the chief commissioner
yesterday — I will be having more today — we have
already started to look at some of the issues we need to
focus on together. Whether it be the family violence
issues — 40 per cent of the police workload is family
violence — or whether it be the issues around some of
our young people and the gangs and what we saw at
Moomba, we do need to continue to work to look at
both the preventive strategy as well as how we respond.
We have issues around drugs and ice, and we have
certainly got some issues around property damage and
car thefts, and that is particularly in relation to young
people.
So we have commenced those conversations, but what
he has said to me is that he is very, very positive about
the fact that we have got a record investment in this
budget that enables him to have more frontline police,
also some specialist support on the ground, as well as,
as he said, new technology — technology that police
have been calling out for for years in order for them to
react and respond much more quickly on the ground
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and to be able to free up their time to do frontline
policing.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings is warned.

As a state we have some challenges, and that is why in
fact we have a record budget. That is why the last two
years saw more investment than that of those opposite.
But this is a trend, unfortunately, that started over the
last six years. We will be working closely with the
police in implementing this package and making sure
that our focus is absolutely on reducing crime in this
state, ensuring Victoria is not just the most livable state
but the safest state in Australia.

Ms NEVILLE — As I said, there are some
significant issues in relation to particular crimes and
particular groups in our community. This is a strong
focus of the police. That is why we also backed the
police commissioner with additional specialist support
to deal with gangs and to deal with public order issues.
This is in this particular budget, and we are going to
work together as a community with the police and as a
government to turn this around.

Honourable members interjecting.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — With crime
rising last year by over 8 per cent — the largest single
increase in one year for nearly 20 years in Victoria;
with the community increasingly threatened — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY — Well, people being home-invaded is
not a laughing matter to this side.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will continue.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition in silence! The Leader of the Opposition is
entitled to put his question to the minister in silence.
Mr GUY — With crime rising by over 8 per cent
last year and the community increasingly threatened
every day by youth gangs and other criminals because
of the massive shortfall in frontline police officers that
has occurred under this government, why will the
minister not commit to the immediate increase of
800 frontline police officers — the frontline police
officers the police association is saying are so
desperately needed in Victoria today?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Can I just
again start off by saying that there are no cuts to
frontline police, absolutely no cuts. There have been
additional police put into our system and more are
coming with this budget — 406 additional police
funded in the next two years, so more than anyone
across the table has ever supported. Crime is a
serious — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Ministers statements: crime prevention
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I rise to
inform the house of a new government initiative, the
Public Safety Infrastructure Fund, for which
applications have just opened. This fund is part of the
$19.4 million — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Hawthorn
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will leave the house for a period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Hawthorn withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: crime prevention
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — This fund is
part of the $19.4 million community safety crime
prevention strategy that was announced in the recent
budget. This funding followed the great work of the
parliamentary secretary, the member for Niddrie, who
looked at the issue of crime prevention programs and
overwhelmingly found that these make a really
significant difference in our community. Building
partnerships between local government, communities
and police actually does make a difference in reducing
crime.
One of the really important parts of the Public Safety
Infrastructure Fund is the money that is available to
local councils for grants of up to $250 000 in order for
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them to be able to put in CCTV, for example, or to look
at urban design issues in local communities —
removing trees in front of shops so that you do not
block police from looking at whether there is someone
trying to break into the shop.
These are all about real partnerships, and I am certainly
encouraging local communities, the police and local
councils to come together to look at whether these
grants will make a difference in their local communities
to turn around crime and to prevent crime — and that is
what we want to do, prevent crime. That is why there is
$19.4 million in this budget. This is part of a
$596 million package which is all about more police,
better equipment, crime prevention strategies, working
with the community and working with the police to
ensure that Victoria is the safest state in the country.
Honourable members interjecting.

Police resources
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for South
Barwon is entitled to silence. He represents the good
people of his region and should be given respect when
he asks a question of the government.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My question is to
the Minister for Police. Noting that the former Minister
for Police said that ‘This government does not support
the forcible closure of police stations against the wishes
of local communities’ and given the communities of
Ashburton, Burwood, Somerville, Carrum Downs,
Torquay, Nunawading and Lakes Entrance all did not
support the closing or downgrading of their police
stations under the current government, will the minister
now commit to reopening and restaffing these stations?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Can I thank
the member for his question. The only people that
closed police stations were those opposite, and I
remember very clearly which ones they did close: the
Drysdale, the Portarlington and the Queenscliff police
stations. I am sure they think they have got a little trick
question for me on that. But let us be very clear: the
Chief Commissioner of Police has said there are
absolutely no police stations closed or closing. They are
not closing.
What the police commissioner has rightly said is that
what he wants to see is our frontline police out working
in their local communities, whether it be working down
at the local football club or working with some of the
young people, whether it be out on patrol or whether it
be responding to family violence issues that are raised
with them. He wants those police officers out in their
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local communities, connecting with their communities
and actually on the front line.
Work was done to show, as I understand it, that
something like 86 per cent of time spent at counters is
spent on administrative functions like witnessing
statutory declarations and only 46 per cent of police
time is spent out in the community. Now what he wants
to do is to turn that around and look at a much better
balance. He wants to have our police, yes, at the
counter as well where that is appropriate, but also out
there 80 per cent of the time with the community on the
front line.
So there are no police closures. There are no stations
closed. There is no reduction in police numbers; they
are in fact going up. We have said, and we will
continue to do this, that we will back in the Chief
Commissioner of Police. We will give him the
resources and the support he needs to deal with crime in
our state. But what he is very clear about is he wants
police in local communities — he is not going to close
stations — and he wants them out on the front line.
Supplementary question
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — Given that the
minister took credit for directing police resources to the
Bellarine, will she now commit to directing police
resources just down the road to Torquay, where over
the last few weeks gangs of youths have been violently
invading homes while people are inside, stealing their
cars and terrorising local families? Just ask Corey and
Renée Enright.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — There is a
lot in that question, and I do not think I can do it in a
minute. Firstly, what I would say is that the claims that
the member for South Barwon has raised are actually
issues that last week — well before being police
minister — I had a conversation with the assistant
commissioner about. In fact many of the issues that he
raised are a result of people having concerns that
actually are concerns in their community that require
them to work with the local police on.
What the police have said is they are now contacting
people on Facebook who have concerns where they
live. They are now working with those local
communities to be able to see ‘Do we have an issue
with youth gangs in that local community. What we
need to do?’. And the local police, the assistant
commissioner — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair must be able
to hear the response put by the Minister for Police. The
minister is being responsive and complying with
sessional orders, and the Chair expects to be able to
hear her response.
Ms NEVILLE — The assistant commissioner and
the local police are taking these issues seriously, and if
the member was serious about it, he would go and have
a chat to those police because they are doing the hard
work at the moment to deal with that — —
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Employment
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Minister for Industry and Employment. Given the
former employment minister failed so dismally to get
anywhere near the government’s election promise of
creating 100 000 new full-time jobs in its first two
years, I ask: what mistakes of the previous minister
does the minister plan to fix and what will he do
differently?
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Ministers statements: resource recovery
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — As the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, I am
pleased to announce today the release of the Victorian
Market Development Strategy for Recovered
Resources.
Victoria is one of the leading states in waste and
resource recovery. Almost 8 million tonnes of valuable
materials are diverted from landfill each and every year.
This is not only good for our environment but also for
jobs and for our economy. I wish to thank the member
for Bellarine for her fantastic leadership in this space in
her previous roles. There are three times the number of
jobs created in resource recovery compared to landfill.
Resource recovery activities in Victoria are worth
around $840 million every year to our economy, and
this strategy provides opportunities for government,
industry and research partners to work together to
maximise the value of recovered materials. This will
support economic development and create new jobs
This year’s budget provides funding to implement the
strategy, including the $9.5 million Resource Recovery
Infrastructure Fund. This new approach to market
development for recovered resources will benefit the
environment, boost our economy of course and create
jobs in Victoria right across the state. This is what
drives the Andrews Labor government.
I am delighted to stand here as Victoria’s new Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change and
Minister for Suburban Development. The Andrews
Labor government is working to make Victoria the
no. 1 state for sustainability, livability and of course
renewable energy. Unlike those opposite, who did
nothing for four long years, we are positive, we are
building a better future as a government for all
Victorians and we are getting it done.

Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Frankston
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Frankston will withdraw from the house for a period of
half an hour.
Honourable member for Frankston withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Employment
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — What I heard of the question, at least
the first part, was factually incorrect. The previous
Minister for Employment did a fantastic job. That is
about as much as I caught of the question, but I think
the other part was what would I do differently.
Why would you change the direction the Victorian
economy is heading in, with more than
113 000 additional jobs — that is more than the
previous government created in its entire term — and
unemployment falling by almost 2 per cent from where
we inherited it? There was great job data out last week
that the Treasurer was spruiking, and rightly so,
because people are coming back to work in droves.
That is because the Victorian economy is strong, and
what we are doing is translating that economy to jobs
for Victorians, driving down the state’s unemployment.
The unemployment rate now sits at 5.6 per cent, which
is the equal second-lowest unemployment rate in
Australia, and much lower than what we inherited in
November 2014.
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And it is not just Melbourne; it is all over Victoria. In
regional Victoria — I know the Leader of The
Nationals would be very interested in this — the
unemployment rate is currently 6.7 per cent, whereas
under the Liberals the regional unemployment rate rose,
and 15 800 jobs have been created in the 18 months that
Labor has been in government.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the question was very specifically
about which mistakes of the previous minister the new
minister is going to fix. There are 12 700 less full-time
jobs in northern Victoria than when this government
came to office. I ask the minister to explain to those
people who are out of work what he is going to do
differently so that they have a job.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order. The minister will continue in
silence with everyone’s cooperation.
Mr NOONAN — I am delighted at the shadow
minister’s Dorothy Dixer today. It is very gracious of
him to give me an opportunity to continue to talk very
positively about the legacy of the previous Minister for
Employment. But also I have not had a chance to talk
about the fantastic budget that was delivered in this
place just a number of weeks ago, about the fantastic
investments — record investments — in infrastructure,
transformational infrastructure, such as the Melbourne
Metro rail tunnel, the western distributor, the level
crossing removal program — and I could go on.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance again, the question was very much
about what the minister is going to do differently to fix
up the mess of the previous minister, not for him to talk
about what may or may not be in the budget. I ask you
to bring him back to actually answering that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back and continue to answer and be responsive to the
Leader of The Nationals’ question.
Mr NOONAN — Just because the member puts a
view in the question does not mean that I have to agree,
because I do not — I do not at all. With more than
113 000 jobs created, that is a recipe for goodness. That
is where our state is going and where as a new minister
I intend to take my responsibilities to help Victorians
get into work and stay in work.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — The minister’s
government promised 100 000 new full-time jobs in the
first two years of office. It is now 18 months in, and the
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government is 56 000 full-time jobs short. How can
Victorians who are looking for a job have any faith that
he will be able to create jobs for them when his
predecessor could not?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — I thank the member for his
supplementary question. The figure, I understand, from
the previous government in terms of entire jobs created
is 95 500 over four years. I am not going to stand here
and be lectured to about how many jobs have been
created under this government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
continue in silence.
Mr NOONAN — We will not be lectured to by
those who did not care about jobs. When you have been
in this place for a while, you remember a few speeches.
I remember the first speech that the previous Treasurer
in the former government made. He did not mention
jobs once in his budget speech. He talked about pillars
and strategies but said nothing about jobs.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, this is
getting farcical. I renew my point of order about the
issue of relevance and ask the minister to come back to
addressing the issue about the people in Victoria who
have not got a job that were promised one by the
Andrews government and how he is going to do
something about that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair now upholds
the point of order. The minister will respond to the
supplementary question.
Mr NOONAN — The question went to the jobs that
this government would focus on creating when we got
to government. I am happy to keep repeating the
statistic: more than 113 000 additional jobs created
since we have come to office, and we want to create
many, many more.
Honourable members interjecting.

Ministers statements: Flinders Street station
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Major Projects) — I am
very pleased to continue that great theme of talking
about jobs and to provide new information to the house
on works to upgrade Flinders Street station. The
upgrade to this wonderful piece of Melbourne
infrastructure represents one of the many exciting
projects under my remit as Minister for Major Projects.
There are projects like the State Library of Victoria — a
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commitment that we have made to redevelop this
wonderful asset; stage 2 of the Melbourne Park
redevelopment, which will reinforce our reputation not
just as Australia’s capital of sport but indeed the
sporting capital of the world, as the Minister for Sport is
fond of saying; and of course the refurbishment of the
Palais Theatre, another great icon. Since allocating
funding to the station last year we have appointed a
construction company, commenced initial works and
have also commenced the business case.
Ms Staley interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ripon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon
will leave the house for half an hour. The Chair is
unable to hear the minister over the interjections and
will continue to withdraw members from the house if
they continue to be disrespectful to the minister. The
minister is entitled to silence.
Honourable member for Ripon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
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opposite, and of course all of these projects importantly
create jobs that Victorians need now and into the future.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
without notice has now expired.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, this
seems to be a regular occurrence — members on this
side getting up to hold ministers to account for not
conforming to their own sessional orders. Once again I
get up to raise a matter of questions on notice not being
answered by ministers, particularly the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety.
If the Premier is going through a process of relieving
certain members of their duties, perhaps he should look
no further than the member for Narre Warren North,
who consistently refuses to live up to his
responsibilities in this house. A number of questions
were asked for which answers are due from the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety — questions 7050,
7049, 7047, 7046, 7045, 7044 and 7043.
As I have said before, I am not really sure what the
minister does, with no road projects and not responding
to correspondence. Surely with all the resources of
government he can come in and conform to the
sessional orders that this government put in place and
actually, just for a change, respond to a question on
notice in the time allotted rather than withholding this
information from the wider electorate.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will take that
on notice and will respond accordingly.

Questions and statements resumed.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Major Projects) — Today
I am delighted to announce that there are further works
to commence just next month. The refurbishment of
public facilities on the main concourse is due to begin
next month, and the scaffolding on the exterior of the
main building is going to go up as works to fix the
facade and the leaky roof begin. Flinders Street station
did not have a design problem; it did not have that sort
of problem. The problem it had was that the former
government just would not commit the funding needed
to upgrade this important asset for Melbourne.
I am tremendously excited and honoured to be sworn in
as the Minister for Major Projects. Our major projects
are transforming Victoria, attracting investment,
creating jobs and ensuring of course that Melbourne
remains the world’s most livable city. They build on the
record investment we are making in our transport
infrastructure area: delivering the Melbourne Metro
tunnel, removing level crossings neglected by those

Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to questions on notice, I am just following up a
response from the Minister for Public Transport to
question 6996. As the member for Warrandyte said, this
is a repetitive issue. I think ministers should remember
that we are asking questions on behalf of the
community, not just on behalf of us. When they ignore
our questions, they are ignoring the community.
Mrs Fyffe — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
constituency question 6908, to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety, asked on 8 March, has not been
responded to. Constituency question 7083, asked on
13 April to the Minister for Health, has not been
responded to. I ask you to ask the ministers to respond.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will ask the
Speaker to follow that through.
Mr Katos — Deputy Speaker, I wish to raise a point
of order with regard to a constituency question that
remains unanswered by the Minister for Education. It
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was asked on 14 April, and what compounds this one is
that I asked in an adjournment debate in September last
year for the minister to attend Bellbrae Primary School
to see the school. Then I asked the constituency
question and asked the minister when he was actually
going to come and visit the school. Now the minister
has failed in the required time to even respond to the
constituency question. I ask you to direct the minister to
respond to the constituency question.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will refer
that matter to the Speaker for him to follow through.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I
asked a question of the Minister for Planning,
question 7110. Different to some of the other points of
order, I actually did receive a response, but the response
was inadequate and was certainly not relevant. If you
look at Rulings from the Chair from December 2015,
on page 164 it says:
Relevancy. A minister may answer questions as he or she
sees fit provided the answers are relevant.

I specifically asked the question: when did the minister
decide seven storeys was appropriate for the Markham
estate? At no point did the minister respond to that very
specific question, and I would ask that the Speaker have
a look at the answer and speak to the minister to
provide a more relevant answer.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will refer
that matter to the Speaker for him to have a look at.
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a local road but a major highway that is important to
‘travellers, including business groups, industry and the
freight sector’.
I say to the minister: please listen to those best placed to
advise you on this local issue. Listen to the residents
and commuters, who are outraged. Only you have the
power to intervene before irreversible damage is done.

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 7556)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Employment, and I ask the minister: how will the Jobs
Victoria Employment Network program announced last
week benefit communities experiencing high levels of
unemployment like the community of Doveton in my
electorate? Doveton is great place with a strong and
proud community, but unfortunately it experiences
levels of unemployment well above the state
average — at about 22 per cent. Employment is vital to
social inclusion. It is empowering, and it has positive
health outcomes. However, many unemployed people
face multiple and complex barriers to finding
employment. Such challenges place these jobseekers at
a disadvantage in the job market. They deserve
assistance to find work because everyone deserves the
opportunity to gain meaningful employment. To
reiterate my question, how will this new program help
disadvantaged jobseekers in areas of high
unemployment like Doveton?

Mildura electorate
CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Bayswater electorate
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — (Question 7555) I
rise to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
when he will respond to the issue raised in a petition
signed by over 2000 people regarding the permanent
removal of 33 per cent of road capacity on Mountain
Highway through the very heart of Bayswater.
I am being inundated by concerned constituents on a
daily basis. There are phone calls, emails and visits to
my office, every single one of them asking why this
idiotic plan is going ahead. The community do not want
this. The reduction of the lanes makes absolutely no
sense; it will only lead to a bottleneck, even with the
removal of the level crossing. It will also see a huge
increase in traffic on the already very busy Canterbury
Road through Bayswater North and Heathmont. Brian
Negus, the RACV’s general manager of public policy,
said the project was ‘the most inane proposal that we
have seen in recent years’. He agrees that this is not just

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — (Question 7557) My
question is for the Minister for Roads. The
Hattah–Wemen road carries significant horticultural
traffic which feeds both Mildura’s and Victoria’s
economies. Large quantities of almonds, grains, citrus,
vegetables and wine grapes move along this road.
There have been significant issues with respect to the
road shoulders over the years, and recently the
community’s efforts to have the maintenance work
carried out have been rewarded with an
80-kilometre-per-hour zone. On a pleasing note,
recently VicRoads started some maintenance work on
the shoulders. I ask: will VicRoads continue to
rehabilitate the edges and remove the
80-kilometre-per-hour zone on the
Hattah–Wemen road?

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 7558) My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety and concerns the recently
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announced $40 million duplication of Hallam Road,
and I ask: when will the community consultation
process begin for this project? It is a much-needed
project that will see Hallam Road duplicated between
Ormond Road and South Gippsland Highway, as well
as a major upgrade of the intersection of South
Gippsland Highway, Hallam Road and Evans Road that
will finally see Evans Road reopened. I know local
residents were particularly excited by this
announcement in the fantastic budget delivered by the
Andrews Labor government a few weeks ago, and
many of them have contacted my office asking for
more information when they can have their say on this
long-awaited project. After years of neglect by the
Liberals, we are getting on with upgrading our local
roads, and I look forward to working with the local
community as we deliver this much-needed project.

Ringwood electorate
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — (Question 7559) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. Will
the minister consult with the City of Maroondah to
examine any possible further Ringwood station car
parking that could be freed up so commuters can park
their cars?

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (Question 7560) I
direct my constituency question to the Minister for
Training and Skills in the other place. At the time of the
2011 census there were 159 Indonesian nationals who
were living in the Essendon electorate. I would expect
that many of these residents were studying at Victorian
higher education facilities. What is the latest
information on what the government is doing to
encourage more higher education students from
Indonesia to live and study in my electorate?
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information they want. Centralisation means that local
input is no longer available. Will the Attorney-General
advise whether it is proposed that the Coroners Court
functions will be returned to the Shepparton district
when the new Shepparton courthouse opens?

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (Question 7562) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The previous coalition government sat by
and watched the population of Mernda and Doreen
double without the immediate planning, let alone
funding, for construction to upgrade roads and ease
congestion in the area. On the other hand the Andrews
government is getting it done, duplicating Yan Yean
and Plenty roads. I ask the minister now that Yan Yean
and Bridge Inn roads have become declared VicRoads
arterial roads, what planning work is being done for the
duplication of Bridge Inn Road? How will this
necessary road work complement the government’s
investment in the Mernda rail extension, increase bus
services and assist with the construction of the Mernda
police station and the town centre in Mernda?

South-West Coast electorate
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) —
(Question 7563) My question is for the Minister for
Agriculture and Minister for Regional Development in
the other place. As the minister is aware, my electorate
covers one of the largest dairy production areas in the
country. As the minister also knows, farmers are
struggling with price cuts from two major processors.
Last week I hosted a meeting bringing together experts
from a range of areas who work closely with the dairy
industry. One idea that came from that meeting was to
fund regional coordinators who would work with
suppliers and farmers, developing a plan of attack to
help farmers through the next six months financially.

Shepparton electorate
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — (Question 7561) My
constituency question is for the Attorney-General. I was
recently contacted by a constituent in my electorate
who advised that it is over 18 months since her family
member died and the inquest has still not been held by
the Coroners Court. She understands that the inquest
will be held in Melbourne. This mother wants answers,
and she wants closure. Inquests are no longer listed in
Shepparton, and indeed, save for the finalisation of a
few old cases, they are listed in Melbourne. Deceased
persons from our community are taken to Melbourne
for autopsy and post-mortem, and our local community
is concerned that this centralisation process causes
delay and makes it difficult for families to obtain the

Previous experience says farmers are often reluctant to
ask for help. Under this plan suppliers would identify
people who are having trouble paying their bills, and a
regional coordinator would then make contact, bring
together the various services and sort out a plan of
attack before it gets too late. The Great South Coast
Group already has a model on the shelf ready to go.
The food and fibre plan aims to address farm business
management in an effort to grow the region. This would
apply to this situation. All that is needed is funding. I
ask the minister whether this idea fits within the support
package announced this morning.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to
honourable members, rather than leaving it to the last
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4 seconds in their contributions to ask the question, that
they ask the question at the beginning; otherwise it is
extremely difficult for the Chair.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) —
(Question 7564) My constituency question is for the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs. It has come to my
attention that organisations in the district of Pascoe
Vale have applied for a grant under the Victorian
government’s capacity building and participation
program, and I ask: when will organisations that have
made an application under this program be notified of
the success of their application?
This program, as we know, is designed to build the
knowledge and skills of our multicultural communities
across Victoria. It seeks to strengthen the participation,
inclusion and contribution of high-needs groups,
including multicultural communities, refugees and
asylum seekers, youth and women. The program also
seeks to build community capacity to respond to family
violence. On Monday, 9 May, I visited VICSEG at its
head office in Munro Street, Coburg, and was briefed
by VICSEG CEO Mr John Zika and his impressive
team. The VICSEG New Futures program is a
community organisation incorporating the Victorian
Cooperative on Children’s Services for Ethnic Groups
and New Futures Training. It has submitted an
application for funding under this program, and I ask
when it will be notified.

TOBACCO AMENDMENT BILL 2016
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regulation-making powers and other miscellaneous matters,
to consequentially amend other acts and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — The purposes of
the bill are to improve the effectiveness of enforcement
for any contravention of regulations made under the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act, the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act, the Land Act and the Land
Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act; to improve and
modernise the regulation-making powers in the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act to enable better management of
reserves; to improve the regulation-making power in
the Land Act relating to fees; and to make other minor
or consequential amendments and corrections.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

NATIONAL PARKS AND VICTORIAN
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
COUNCIL ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
National Parks Act 1975 in relation to the Greater Bendigo
National Park and to amend the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council Act 2001 in relation to advice,
assessments and recommendations and for other purposes.

Introduction and first reading
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) introduced a
bill for an act to amend the Tobacco Act 1987 to
prohibit smoking in outdoor dining areas, to
regulate the sale, promotion and use of e-cigarette
products and for other purposes.
Read first time.

CROWN LAND LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987, the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, the Land Act 1958 and the Land
Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act 1972 in relation to

Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I ask for a brief
explanation of the bill.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — The bill provides
for the addition of approximately 245 hectares to the
Greater Bendigo National Park and makes some
corrections to the park plans prior to the granting of
Aboriginal title. It also confers additional functions on
the Victorian Environmental Assessment Council
(VEAC) in relation to assessments and advice, enables
the government to amend responses to
recommendations of the council and the former
Environment Conservation Council and makes other
minor amendments to the VEAC act.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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RURAL ASSISTANCE SCHEMES BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to improve the
administration of rural assistance schemes by establishing the
Rural Assistance Commissioner as successor to the Rural
Finance Corporation of Victoria and repealing the Rural
Finance Act 1988 and the Young Farmers’ Finance Council
Act 1979 and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the Treasurer to
provide a brief explanation further to the long title.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I am happy to provide
that explanation. The main purpose of this bill is to
improve the administration of rural finance assistance
schemes by doing the four following things. First,
establishing the Rural Assistance Commissioner;
second, transferring the remaining assets, liabilities and
functions of the Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria
to the Rural Assistance Commissioner; third, winding
up the Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria; and
fourth, repealing the Rural Finance Act 1988 and the
Young Farmers’ Finance Council Act 1979.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

OWNERS CORPORATIONS
AMENDMENT (SHORT-STAY
ACCOMMODATION) BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Owners Corporations Act 2006 to regulate the provision of
short-stay accommodation arrangements in lots or parts of
lots affected by an owners corporation and for other purposes.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — The bill will amend
the act to implement a package of reforms to address
the problems arising from unruly parties being held in
short-stay accommodation in apartment buildings. This
bill implements the government’s election commitment
to curb inappropriate short stays and improve the
regulation of residential buildings.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Sandringham Hospital
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Bayside, Kingston, Glen Eira
and metropolitan Melbourne draws to the attention of the
Legislative Assembly the possible plans to cut back
emergency department services at the Sandringham Hospital.
The petitioners therefore respectfully request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria calls on the Victorian
government to maintain the vital 24-hour emergency
department services at the Sandringham Hospital to meet the
health needs of the local community and the southern region
of Melbourne.

By Ms ASHER (Brighton) (160 signatures).

Sandringham Hospital
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Bayside, Kingston and
metropolitan Melbourne draws to the attention of the
Legislative Assembly the possible plans to cut back
emergency department services at the Sandringham Hospital.
The petitioners therefore respectfully request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria calls on the Victorian
government to maintain the vital 24-hour emergency
department services at the Sandringham Hospital to meet the
health needs of the local community and the southern region
of Melbourne.

By Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham)
(3132 signatures).

Abortion legislation
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of concerned residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that because of the abortion legislation
passed in Victoria in 2008:
abortions are allowed to be performed up to the point of
birth;
babies in the womb who have reached the age of
viability and older are being aborted;
it is not necessary for medical care to be provided to
babies who have survived an abortion;
there is no obligation for medical professionals to
facilitate the provision of access to appropriate services
such as pregnancy support, counselling, housing, mental
health and other such services for pregnant women
experiencing physical or emotional distress.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support the Infant Viability Bill 2015
introduced by Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins in the Legislative
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Council to rectify the problems with the current law outlined
above.

By Mr WATT (Burwood) (1963 signatures),
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) (4908 signatures) and
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (2564 signatures).
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Eildon be considered next day on
motion of Ms McLEISH (Eildon).

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Abortion legislation

Alert Digest No. 7

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Mildura
draws to the attention of the house that because of the
abortion legislation passed in Victoria in 2008:
abortions are allowed to be performed up to the point of
birth;
babies in the womb who have reached the age of
viability and older are being aborted;
it is not necessary for medical care to be provided to
babies who have survived an abortion;
there is no obligation for medical professionals to
facilitate the provision of access to appropriate services
such as pregnancy support, counselling, housing, mental
health and other such services for pregnant women
experiencing physical or emotional distress.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support the Infant Viability Bill 2015
introduced by Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins in the Legislative
Council to rectify the problems with the current law outlined
above.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (16 signatures).

Shire of Murrindindi rates

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 7 of 2016 on:
Infant Viability Bill 2015
Justice Legislation (Evidence and Other Acts)
Amendment Bill 2016
Land (Revocation of Reservations — Regional
Victoria Land) Bill 2016
Local Government (Greater Geelong City
Council) Bill 2016
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill
2016
State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2016
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

ENVIRONMENT, NATURAL RESOURCES
AND REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of concerned residents and ratepayers of the
Shire of Murrindindi draws to your attention that we request
rates in Murrindindi shire be kept in line with CPI.

By Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (67 signatures).

Country Fire Authority Fiskville training
college
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) presented final
report, together with appendices, minority report
and transcripts of evidence.

Tabled.
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Sandringham be considered next day
on motion of Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for South Barwon be considered next day
on motion of Mr KATOS (South Barwon).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr CRISP (Mildura).

Ordered that report, appendices and minority
report be published.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 — Orders under
s 3.1.11 (12 orders)
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission —
Operation Darby: An investigation of Nassir Bare’s
complaint against Victoria Police — Ordered to be published
(tabled in lieu of report circulated under section 162(11) of

FINES REFORM AND INFRINGEMENTS ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Tuesday, 24 May 2016
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Act 2011 on Wednesday 18 May 2016)
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notices under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rules 33, 34 (Gazette
G18 5 May 2016)
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 — Certificate
under s 7
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following planning schemes:
Ballarat — C191
Bass Coast — C142
Boroondara — C208
Cardinia — C198, C210
Darebin — C148
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 26,
27, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 41, 42, 43
Documents under s 16B in relation to the:
Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003 — Greater
Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust Scale of Fees and
Charges
Conveyancers Act 2006 — Conveyancers
Professional Indemnity Insurance Order
Victorian Electoral Commission:
Report on the Polwarth District by-election held on 31
October 2015
Report on the South-West Coast District by-election
held on 31 October 2015

French Island and Sandstone Island — C5

Wildlife Act 1975 — Wildlife (Prohibition of Game Hunting)
Revocation Notice (Gazette S143, 11 May 2016)

Greater Bendigo — C201

William Angliss Institute of TAFE — Report 2015.

Greater Geelong — C330
Greater Shepparton — C184
Melton — C100S
Mitchell — C108
Moreland — C162
Mount Alexander — C61
Nillumbik — C103
Northern Grampians — C47
Port Phillip — C111
Surf Coast — C97
Victoria Planning Provisions — VC129
Wellington — C80, C87
Whitehorse — C153
Road Management Act 2004 — Code of Practice for
Management of Infrastructure in Road Reserves

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 24 February 2015:
Assisted Reproductive Treatment Amendment Act 2016 —
Part 1 and ss 4(2) and 37 — 18 May 2016 (Gazette S153, 17
May 2016)
Education and Training Reform Amendment (Victorian
Institute of Teaching) Act 2016 — Part 3 — 1 June 2016
(Gazette S153, 17 May 2016)
Occupational Licensing National Law Repeal Act 2016 —
Whole Act — 11 May 2016 (Gazette S139, 10 May 2016)
Racing and Other Acts Amendment (Greyhound Racing and
Welfare Reform) Act 2016 — Whole Act (except ss 10(2), 15
and 16) — 4 May 2016 (Gazette S131, 3 May 2016).

FINES REFORM AND INFRINGEMENTS
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.

Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

Ordered to be considered next day.
County Court Act 1958 — SR 43
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR 41
Second-Hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act 1989 —
SR 44
Sentencing Act 1991 — SR 38
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SRs 39, 42
Tobacco Act 1987 — SR 40
Wrongs Act 1958 — SR 37

INTEGRITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (A
STRONGER SYSTEM) BILL 2015
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered next day.
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ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 10 May to:
Consumer Acts and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2015
National Electricity (Victoria) Further
Amendment Bill 2015
Occupational Licensing National Law Repeal Bill
2015
Rooming House Operators Bill 2015.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday, 26 May
2016:
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016

Tuesday, 24 May 2016

Council, inviting Council members to come down and
speak. I thank members of this place and the other place
for their cooperation in facilitating this important
historic and sombre occasion, but certainly it is an
appropriate one that is coming not before time. With
those few comments, I commend the motion to the
house.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This government
business program is in a sense an elastic one in that
some of the main items for consideration this week, in
addition to the apology motion and the take-note
motion that will follow from it, are the appropriation
bills. As the Leader of the House has indicated, she
intends to move a take-note motion on the budget
papers so that members who have not been able to
speak in the debate on the Appropriation (2016–2017)
Bill 2016 will be able to speak on the take-note motion.
We assume that that take-note motion will provide for
members to have 15 minutes to speak on that motion,
as they would have had if they had been speaking on
the appropriation bill itself. That being the case, we
believe that that is a sensible continuation of past
practice.

Appropriation (Parliament 2016–2017) Bill 2016
Livestock Disease Control Amendment Bill 2016
State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016.

Deputy Speaker, as obviously you can see, there are
five bills there to be considered and completed by
5.00 p.m. on Thursday. Three of those are to do with
and are associated with the budget that was handed
down on 27 April in this place, and indeed debate on
those has already commenced.
I would just like the house to note that on the
Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016 I intend
tomorrow to move a take-note motion on the budget
papers in order for that to remain on the notice paper
following the passage of the appropriation bill at
5.00 p.m. on Thursday to enable all members to speak
on the bill should they desire. That has become a recent
practice of this place, which is a good one, and we are
happy to continue with that. We have also just
transmitted business to deal with two bills that will
come down from the upper house, and as I previously
advised the opposition, I intend to deal with those
matters following question time tomorrow.
And just finally, the highlight of this week in some
ways will be the apology that we are about to witness in
the Parliament, which has required some administrative
changes to our business and to the business of the

Our concern about the business program this week is
that again there has been no indication from the
government that it intends to allow a
consideration-in-detail stage in relation to any of the
bills that it proposes be debated this week. Quite apart
from the fact that it has been years since there has been
consideration-in-detail stage on an appropriation bill is
the fact that in particular the State Taxation and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2016 ought to be considered in
detail in this place. I have made the point before that
when you have taxation legislation, the Treasurer in this
house ought to be prepared to stand up and defend the
bills that the Treasurer brings in, and to account to this
house and to the community for the taxation measures
that are proposed in them.
This house is traditionally the house that has prime
responsibility for money and taxation matters, yet this
bill, on the government’s intentions, is likely to be
bundled off to the upper house, and the work that the
Treasurer is shirking or running away from in this
house will have to be done in the other place. I need not
remind honourable members that this is of course
contrary to the government’s election promise that it
would make a consideration-in-detail stage a standard
feature for bills in the Legislative Assembly. This bill is
one that contains a range of significant new taxes —
taxes on electricity and additional taxes in relation to
land ownership and transfer — all of which are in
breach of the government’s election policy of no new
taxes.
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The government ought to be accountable to this house
and stand up in this house and justify why it is breaking
its election promise and explain what it considers will
be the economic and fiscal consequences and the
impact on households and the cost of living of the
measures that it is bringing into the Parliament. The fact
that the government is not prepared to do that in this
house is very regrettable, and for that reason in
particular the opposition opposes the government
business program.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a brief contribution on the government business
program. I am disappointed that the manager of
opposition business has indicated that the opposition
does not support the business program. Can I say, as
was outlined by the Leader of the House, that the five
bills to be debated this week and the opportunity being
provided particularly to get those three budget bills
through the Parliament, I think, shows the
determination and commitment to keep the wheels of
government turning here in Victoria. Can I say also that
in particular providing the opportunity to debate a
take-note motion is a wise move that will provide, as
the manager of opposition business agreed, for all
members to contribute to the budget debate.
I will stand by the advice of greybeards in this place
and others that a full 15 minutes is allocated for
contributions on a take-note motion. My understanding
is that only 10 minutes is provided, whereas it is
15 minutes if you are speaking directly in reply on the
appropriation bill. I think that unless there is something
to be discussed further that members will be required to
speak for only up to 10 minutes in relation to any
take-note motion debate.
Can I also refer to the point made by the manager of
opposition business in relation to providing a
consideration-in-detail stage, which was certainly a
commitment made by Labor in opposition. As
Parliamentary Secretary for the Environment, I know
that we have had consideration-in-detail stages on
previous bills, including the bill on cattle grazing in the
Alpine National Park. There was a quite memorable
debate in detail on the clauses of that bill. There have
certainly been far more examples from our government
in relation to consideration in detail than there ever has
been from those opposite.
Perhaps the manager of opposition business is getting
the Legislative Assembly confused with the house of
review, which of course is the Legislative Council. It is
its role in particular to review bills in detail, and the
opportunity that is provided in this house is one that is
done by the good grace of the government and the
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commitment it made at the election. It is a commitment
that we have met on several occasions. Not only that
but in relation to the budget bills there was quite an
opportunity for members, particularly opposition
members, to query and question and consider matters in
relation to the appropriation bills at the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings. It was an
opportunity for the opposition but it did not lay a glove
on the government. It was an opportunity where we
saw foot-in-mouth efforts from those opposite rather
than anyone from the opposition laying a glove on any
of the Andrews government ministers.
After two weeks of the opposition having opportunities
to investigate and raise queries in relation to the
appropriation bills and to put questions to ministers
through the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
process, and its having failed utterly to lay a glove on
any government minister, a move to seek
consideration-in-detail stages on those bills in this place
does not have credibility, particularly when it seems to
be the role of the upper house, the house of review, to
undertake that work. With those comments, I commend
the government business program to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — The Greens will not be
opposing the government business program in this
instance. As outlined by other members, there are five
bills on the program this week, two being budget and
appropriation bills, one in relation to the changes to tax
affairs, the Livestock Disease Control Amendment Bill
2016 and the Witness Protection Amendment Bill
2016. We have not sought to go into consideration in
detail or to move any amendments to those bills at this
stage.
I am very sympathetic to the opposition’s call seeking a
consideration-in-detail stage on the State Taxation and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016. I am sure, given the
Treasurer’s performances in this place, he is up to it.
Give him a chance! I am sure he would be more than
willing to field questions regarding this particular bill,
or, as per the previous speaker, perhaps to try to dodge
a few gloves being laid on him, so to speak.
It was the government’s commitment to make going
into consideration in detail a standard feature of bills.
We have one example of where that has happened, but
that is a broken promise. I would say, ‘Well, look, give
your ministers a chance’. I am sure they would be more
than happy to come in here and answer questions and
go into detail about their bills. I do not know why the
government wants to hold its ministers back in this
particular matter.
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I note the significance of today’s parliamentary apology
for historical laws that criminalised homosexuality. I
think it is a very significant day and obviously one of
those times when Parliament is at its best. We are
inviting members of the community to really come in
and witness Parliament at its best. So I think that is a
significant moment. I also note there will be a take-note
motion following the debate on the appropriation bills
to allow other members to speak on the budget. With
that, I note that the Greens will not be opposing the
government business program in this instance.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — This is a strong
government business program following a widely
acclaimed budget. In contrast to the assertion that the
Treasurer is running away from anything, he proudly
stands behind the budget, as does the government. It is
clearly seen to be getting on with the business on behalf
of Victorian taxpayers and the community. The
proposition being put will allow every MP to speak on
a take-note motion so as to be part of the debate and
make their contributions on behalf of their constituents,
which I think is appropriate and gives them the chance
to put up any criticisms. It has also been noted that the
upper house has the chance to go into committee and
consider bills in detail, so this is the two houses of
Parliament working well.
I think the other proposition to be said is that we have
looked at the other pieces of legislation, and I want to
commend the government for the apology to victims of
unjust homophobic laws. I think that is a significant
initiative that will be done, including inviting the upper
house members into this chamber to address the
motion. So we have the bills to do with the budget. We
have the livestock control bill, which is important for
rural and regional communities in particular, but I think
one piece of legislation that is really of significance that
has not been given the note it warrants is the Witness
Protection Amendment Bill 2016, which is vital and
urgent. This is of fundamental importance to
maintaining the rule of law. Put simply, in the words of
former Supreme Court judge Frank Vincent, ‘No
witness equals no case’, and I am delighted that the
Victorian government is implementing all eight
recommendations of the Vincent review.
I say this because in a previous part of my professional
career I had direct involvement with people who have
been in witness protection in relation to two of the most
heinous crimes in this state, the Russell Street bombing
and the Walsh Street random selection and execution of
two young police officers. It has long been
contentious — how we make sure that witnesses are
protected and that they can speak up and feel that that
they will not be in jeopardy, that their lives will not be
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in jeopardy or that their families will not be in jeopardy.
So I want to commend the government for this. This is
of real importance to how we conduct the criminal
justice system.
In both cases I have cited, there were consequential
murder cases, and the security of witnesses and the
threats against them were highly controversial. So I am
looking forward to this legislation being supported and
going through both houses of the Parliament, because
this is really important — to address some of the
systemic flaws — for the rule of law. I commend the
government’s business program to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise on behalf of the
National Party to oppose the government business
program and support the comments of the manager of
opposition business. In particular I noted some
comments of the member for Ivanhoe. I think he was
advocating for 10-minute time limits for the take-note
motion on the budget. I again want to reinforce, from
The Nationals’ point of view, that the take-note motion
should include 15 minutes to provide equality with
those people who have been able to speak on the
appropriation bill to this date. That has been the
convention in the house.
There are certainly bills on the paper this week. There is
the Appropriation (Parliament 2016–2017) Bill 2016,
which we have already commenced debate on, and the
State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016,
which is a bill of considerable interest to members of
the opposition and in particular the National Party. We
have a long list of people who want to speak on this
bill, particularly about the impact it has on country life,
and nothing is more defining in that than the effect on
electricity prices of this bill. Electricity is expensive in
country areas, and it is going to get more expensive.
For country people the ‘no new taxes’ words from the
Treasurer and from the Andrews government are pretty
hollow when you look at this particular bill, so it is a
concern, and it is one where I support the contention of
the manager of opposition business that this needs to be
considered in detail. We need the Treasurer to explain
the need and why country people will be paying more
for their electricity at a time when many country people
are finding the costs of living considerably difficult.
The Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016 is also
important particularly as we now have outlaw
motorcycle gangs going about their business across a
large part of Victoria, involving a lot of the resources in
a stressed police force to operate the intelligence and
detection work that is required to keep them under
control. I do know that these outlaw motorcycle gangs
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hold their minions very tightly in fear for their lives.
There has been no end of court cases that show how
dangerous these people can be and why many people
who want out have very good reason to fear for their
lives. We need to strengthen this witness program to
protect people from these outlaw motorcycle gangs, and
we also need to ensure that the police have the
resources to go about this level of protection in our
community.
These outlaw motorcycle gangs are very sophisticated
in their operations. It does take a great deal of policing
to bring them to account and show them justice. In my
electorate there has been some good policing done, but
police do talk to me about the need for increasingly
sophisticated resources. People who can come forward
and talk about these activities do need protecting, and
this bill is a step in that direction.
The National Party would like to talk about the
Livestock Disease Control Amendment Bill 2016,
although it is very much about vendor declarations
when livestock are moved. There is a lot of livestock
moving in the dairy industry at the moment.
Unfortunately they are moving out of the milking sheds
and into the saleyards, which is going to have a
profound effect if and when there is ever a recovery and
how quickly Victoria takes advantage of that. The bill
also has provisions dealing with feeding certain
materials to pigs, and I think most of us in this house
know that what is fed to pigs is a fairly common issue
because of the disease transfer to human beings that can
occur from these particular animals. This is an
important bill, more for the context it is set in, which is
the crisis in the dairy industry.
This is a busy program, one that does need scrutiny,
and the failure of that scrutiny is the reason why the
National Party will be opposing the government
business program.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 48
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr

Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

1935
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 35
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Northe, Mr

O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Sitting suspended 1.46 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

APOLOGY FOR LAWS CRIMINALISING
HOMOSEXUALITY AND THE HARMS
CAUSED
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to welcome the
President of the Legislative Council and all members to
our chamber. I now call on the Premier.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I move:
That this house apologises for laws that criminalised
homosexuality in this state — laws which validated hateful
views, ruined people’s lives and forced generations of
Victorians to suffer in fear, silence and isolation. These laws
did not just punish homosexual acts; they punished
homosexual thought. They had no place in a liberal
democracy; they have no place anywhere. The Victorian
Parliament and the Victorian government were at fault. For
this, we are sorry. On behalf of this house, we express our
deepest regret.

Speaker, it is never too late to put things right. It is
never too late to say sorry and mean it. That is what
brings us all to the heart of our democracy today here in
this Parliament, where over the course of decades a
powerful prejudice was written into law — a prejudice
that ruined lives and a prejudice that prevails in
different ways even still. That law was written in our
name as representatives and as Victorians, and that law
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was enforced by the very democratic system to which
we call ourselves faithful. So it is our responsibility to
prove that the Parliament that engineered this prejudice
can also be the Parliament that ends it.
Honourable members — Hear, hear!
Mr ANDREWS — That starts with acknowledging
the offences of the past, admitting the failings of the
present and building a society for the future that is
strong and fair and just. In doing so, Speaker, we will
have shown this moment to be no mere gesture. In
doing so, we will have proven that the dignity and
bravery of generations of Victorians was not simply for
naught. That, I hope, will be the greatest comfort of all.
Speaker, there is no more simple an acknowledgement
than this. There was a time in our history when we
turned thousands of ordinary young men into criminals,
and it was profoundly and unimaginably wrong. That
such a thing could have occurred once, perhaps a
century ago, would not surprise most Victorians. Well,
I hold here an article that reports the random arrest of
15 men. ‘Police blitz catches homosexuals’ the headline
reads. And said a police officer, ‘We just seem to find
homosexuals loitering wherever we go’. This was
published in Melbourne’s biggest selling weekly
newspaper, not 100 years ago, but in 1976.
A decade earlier, in 1967, a local paper said that a
dozen men would soon face court for, quote, ‘morals
offences’ and urged the public to report homosexuals to
the police with a minimum of delay. A generation
earlier, in 1937, Judge MacIndoe said John, a man in
his 20s, was ‘not quite sane’ and jailed him for three
months on a charge of gross indecency. In 1936 Jack, a
working man from Sale, faced a Melbourne court on
the same charge, and he was jailed for 10 years.
This is the society that we built. It would be easy to
blame the courts or the media or the police or the public
even. It is easy for us to condemn their bigotry, but the
law required them to be bigoted, and those laws,
Speaker, were struck right here where I stand today.
One of those laws even earnt the label ‘abominable’ —
not a term we use very often in our statute books. In
1961 alone 40 Victorian men were charged with that
offence.
In the same year a minor offence was created that
shook just as many lives. The penalty was $600 in
today’s terms or one month’s imprisonment. The
charge was ‘loitering for homosexual purposes’. This
was the offence used to justify that random police blitz
I spoke about earlier back in 1976. A witness said:

Tuesday, 24 May 2016

Young policemen were sent … to … entrap suspected
homosexuals.
…
[Officers] dressed in swimwear … engaging other men in
conversation.
…
When the policeman was satisfied the person was
homosexual, an arrest was made.

When we began this process I expected to be offering
an apology to people persecuted for homosexual acts,
but it has become clear to me that the state also
persecuted against homosexual thought. Loitering for
homosexual purposes is a thought crime, and in the
summer of 1976 in one location alone 100 men were
targeted under this violation of thought, something for
which there was no possible defence. It happened all in
our lifetimes and, what is more, in our names — to
young people, older people, thousands and thousands of
people.
I suppose it is rare when you cannot even begin to
conceive what was on the minds of our forebears in this
place, but I look back at those statutes and I am
dumbfounded. I cannot possibly explain why we made
these laws and clung to them and fought for them. For
decades we were obsessed with the private mysteries of
men. And so we jailed them and we harmed them, and
in turn they harmed themselves. Speaker, it is the first
responsibility of a government to keep people safe, but
the government did not keep LGBTI people safe. The
government invalidated their humanity and cast them
into a nightmare. And those who live today are the
survivors of nothing less than a campaign of destruction
led by the might of this state.
I had the privilege of meeting with four of those
survivors. One of them is Noel Tovey. He was sent to
Pentridge in 1951. On more than one occasion in jail he
planned his suicide.
Max was singing an aria from La Traviata when the police
arrived —

he recalled in his book —
… I was very naïve. I knew having sex with men was against
the law but I didn’t understand why it was a crime.
At the first hearing, I stood in the dock and the judge said,
‘You have been charged with the abominable crime of
buggery. How do you plead?’
The maximum sentence was 15 years.
…
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… Afterwards, only two people would talk to me. I
couldn’t … get a job. I was a known criminal.
And it’s ironic …
Eventually I would have been forgiven by everyone if I had
murdered Max, but no-one could forgive me for having sex
with him.

And Noel, in his own words, considers himself ‘one of
the lucky ones’.
I also met Terry Kennedy. He was 18 when he was
arrested.
When I wanted to go overseas —

Terry told me —
and when I wanted to start my own business, there was
always that dreaded question: ‘Have you ever been convicted
of a criminal offence?’
I lied, of course.
Then the phone rang … It was an inspector from the St Kilda
police station. He’d found me out.
With a curse like that always lurking over our heads, we
always had to ask ourselves —

this question —
just how far can I go today?

That is the sort of question which, in some form or
another, must have been asked by almost every single
LGBTI person, and it is still asked today by teenagers
in the schoolyard and by adults in the family home.
Yes, the law was unjust, but it is wrong to think its only
victims were those who faced its sanction. The fact is
these laws cast a dark and paralysing pall over everyone
who ever felt like they were different.
The fact is these laws represented nothing less than
official, state-sanctioned homophobia — and we
wonder why gay and lesbian and bisexual and
transgender teenagers are still the target of a red-hot
hatred. We wonder why hundreds of thousands of
Australians are still formally excluded from something
as basic and decent as a formal celebration of love. And
we wonder why so many people are still forced to drape
their lives in shame — that deeply personal condition
described by Peter McEwan as ‘the feeling of not being
good enough’. Peter was arrested in 1967. He soon fled
overseas to escape that time in his life.
The fourth man I spoke with last week, Tom Anderson,
met his own private terror when he was 14. For weeks
he was routinely sexually assaulted by his boss, a man
in his 40s. His parents, in all good faith, took Tom
down to the police station to make a formal statement
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and get his employer, this predator, charged, and of
course he was, but so was Tom. This child victim of
sexual assault was charged with one count of buggery
and two counts of gross indecency. Can you believe
that that was the year 1977?
Today Tom carries with him a quiet bravery that is hard
to put into words. And he told me about the time one
day, just a few years ago, when his home was burgled.
I’m a grown man but the moment the police came around to
inspect the house, and I opened the door, I became that
14-year-old boy all over again. I couldn’t talk. I was frozen. I
was a grown man and I couldn’t talk.

This was life for innocent people like Tom. We told
them they were fugitives living outside the law. We
gave them no safe place to find themselves or find each
other, and we made sure they could not trust a soul, not
even their family. What do you think a life like that
does to a human being? What do you think it does to
their ability to find purpose, to hold themselves with
confidence, to be happy, to be social, to be free?
Do not tell me that these laws were simply a
suppression of sex. This was a suppression of spirit, a
denial of love — and it lives on today. While the laws
were terminated in the 1980s, they still remain next to
the names of so many men. Most of them are now
gone, but a criminal conviction is engraved upon their
place in history. I can inform the house and all
honourable members that six men have now
successfully applied to expunge these convictions from
their record. Many more have begun the process. This
will not erase the injustice, but it is an accurate
statement of what I believe today — that these
convictions should never have happened, that these
charges should be deleted as if they had never existed
and that their subjects can call themselves once again
law-abiding Victorians.
Expungement is one thing, but these victims will not
find their salvation in this alone. They are, each and
every one of them, owed hope, and all four of the men I
met told me that they only began to find that hope when
they met people who were just like them. Peter
McEwan — back in the country and emerging from
years of shame — started meeting weekly with some
gay friends at university in 1972:
We realised we were all outlaws together and we learnt to say
that we are good. We learnt to say ‘black is beautiful, women
are strong and gay is good’. Once I learnt I was good, it led
me to question everyone who said I was evil and sick. Gay
men had taken on board the shame. Through each other we
found our pride.
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Then he paused for a second — and I will carry this
with me forever — and he said, ‘Pride is the opposite of
shame’.

and defiance, because you have that freedom, and here
in the progressive capital of our nation, I can think of
nothing more Victorian than that.

He is right. Pride is not a cold acceptance; it is a
celebration. It is about wearing your colours and baring
your character. The mere expression of pride was an act
of sheer defiance. These people we speak about were
not just fighting for the right to be equal; they were
fighting for the right to be different, and I want
everyone in this state, young or old, to know that you,
too, have that right. You were born with that right, and
being who you are is good enough for me and it is good
enough for all of us.

Speaker, it has been a life of struggle for generations of
Victorians. As representatives we take full
responsibility. We criminalised homosexual thoughts
and deeds, we validated homophobic words and acts
and we set the tone for a society that ruthlessly
punished the different — with a short sentence in prison
and a life sentence of shame. From now on, that shame
is ours. This Parliament and this government are to be
formally held to account for designing a culture of
darkness and shame, and those who faced its sanction
and lived in fear are to be formally recognised for their
relentless pursuit of freedom and love. It all started
here, and it all ends here too.

Here in Victoria, equality is not negotiable. Here you
can be different from everybody else but still be treated
the same as everybody else, because we believe in
fairness. We believe in honesty too, so we have to
acknowledge this. For the time being we cannot
promise things will be easy. Tomorrow a young bloke
will get hurt. Tomorrow a parent will turn their back on
their child. Tomorrow a loving couple and their
beautiful baby will be met with a stare of contempt.
Tomorrow a trans woman will be turned away from a
job interview, and tomorrow a gay teenager will think
about ending his own life. That is the truth.
There is so much more we need to do to make things
right. Until then, we cannot promise things will be
easy — far from it. We cannot guarantee that everyone
in your life will respect the way you want to live it, and
we cannot expect you to make what must be a terrifying
plunge until you know the time is right. But just know
that whenever that time comes, you have a government
and a Parliament that is on your side. You have a
government that is trying to make the state a safer
place — in the classroom, in the workplace. You have a
government that is trying to eradicate a culture of
bullying and harassment so that the next generation of
children are never old enough to experience it. You
have a government that sees these indisputable
statistics — of LGBTI self-harm, of suicide — and
commits to their complete upheaval. You have a
government that believes you are free to be who you
are and to marry the person you love, and you have a
government that knows just one life saved is worth all
the effort.
Speaker, as part of this process, I learnt that two women
were convicted for offensive behaviour in the 1970s for
holding hands on a tram, so let me finish by saying this:
if you are a member of the LGBTI community and
there is someone in your life that you love, a partner or
a friend, then do me a favour, and next time you are on
a tram in Melbourne, hold their hand. Do it with pride

To our knowledge no jurisdiction in the world has ever
offered a full and formal apology for laws like these, so
please let these words rest forever in our records. On
behalf of the Parliament, the government and the people
of Victoria, for the laws we passed and the lives we
ruined and the standards we set, we are so sorry —
humbly, deeply sorry.
Honourable members applauded.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Today we
stand here to acknowledge a chapter of our state’s
history that has been shameful and that has been sad
and most distressing for many Victorians, their families
and their friends. After decriminalising homosexuality
in 1980, after expunging criminal convictions related to
homosexuality in 2014, we now as a Parliament
apologise to the victims of policies of intolerance and
repression that resulted in outcasting, depression and,
sadly, even suicide. Today is the day to acknowledge
and apologise for those past practices, for those past
laws. As the Leader of the Opposition in this
Parliament, I offer my formal apologies for any past
policies and past practices that led to the disgraceful
treatment of those in our gay community. This apology
is long overdue, it is about time, and it is right.
In Victoria we pride ourselves on being one of the first
places in Australia to decriminalise homosexuality.
That was done in December 1980 by the Hamer
government. Efforts had been made at a federal level in
1971 by the then Attorney-General, Tom Hughes, to
lead a national campaign to do the same. But to put
Australia into perspective, Brazil decriminalised
homosexuality in 1830, France in 1791, and in heavily
religious Poland it has never been a crime. So to
recognise that our laws, passed in this very chamber,
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were wrong and did cause great hurt I believe is very
important.
From the outset I want to acknowledge a number of
people who do deserve recognition: Anna Brown from
the Human Rights Law Centre, Corey Irlam from the
Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby, Matt Dixon,
formerly of the Victorian AIDS Council, Paula Gerber,
long-time activist Jamie Gardiner, and Liam Leonard
from Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria, as well as
campaigners like Peter de Groot and Noel Tovey of
course. All of those people and many more have done
so much and deserve high praise for their strength,
dedication and determination, not just for today but for
the campaigning and advocacy for many years.
It is always difficult to single out one individual.
Yesterday I had the great privilege to meet Noel Tovey,
and I want to say a bit about that meeting with him. I
know he is here today nursing some cracked ribs from a
wild tram ride. Noel, it was an honour and a privilege to
meet you. I think I can be polite and say he is not 21
anymore, but age has not dampened his determination.
When Clem Newton-Brown and I talked to Noel about
what today would mean for him, the satisfaction in his
eyes was powerful. Noel has some horrific tales of what
it was like to be gay in post-war Australia, particularly
as a gay Indigenous man. The tales he tells and that
feature in his book make you recoil in shock and shame
that this kind of behaviour would and could happen in
many of our own lifetimes in our own nation.
When it came to our treatment of the gay community,
Australia was a scary place to be. The shock treatment,
the frontal lobotomies, the incarceration in asylums, not
to mention the physical beatings and the ostracising —
this was all for the crime of being homosexual in
Australia. After being imprisoned and in fact physically
tortured while being held in Pentridge Prison, Noel got
out of Australia. It was safer for a gay man to leave this
nation than to stay here, such was the genuine threat to
safety. It was at a time when being set up, being lured
to parties and places, was a way to entrap gay men,
arrest them and subsequently charge them. In
Melbourne, particularly in the 1940s and 1950s, with
homosexuality being illegal, being gay became an
underground activity. The fear of the law, the fear of
that entrapment, meant that ways to meet people were
often through word-of-mouth parties or unsafe
locations. It was a horrendous and archaic way for
people to be forced to conduct themselves, and it was
clearly terrifying.
Noel is but one person who left that and went on to be
an international dancer, actor, choreographer and
director — a talent lost to our nation as he resided
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overseas in order to live his own life in peace and
freedom. But many did not get out. Many people
suffered terribly mentally; many suffered physical or
emotional abuse for a lifetime. Many struggled through
it; some did not. They chose a way out; sadly, that was
suicide. Such was the pain associated with the laws of
this state less than 40 years ago today.
When caught, people suffered terrible physical and/or
emotional abuse in our prison system, being bashed and
raped. The conversations I have had with some gay
men about their times are truly frightening. After
speaking to them you can see and feel why the
expungement of these past convictions in 2014 and the
apology today obviously means so much. These are
physical or emotional scars that will never go away.
For many, many gay people, particularly gay men who
have passed away before they or their families saw a
day like today or the actions of this Parliament in 2014,
our community owes them the most profound of
apologies. So as a Parliament today we apologise for
those laws — for the hurt, the tears, the unnecessary
sadness and abuse. We apologise for this Parliament
having ever made those laws. While it is inconceivable
for us today to ever contemplate under what
circumstances laws such as these to criminalise
homosexuality were ever made, and the actions to
enforce them, many people thought the journey to seek
and receive that justice would never come.
And that journey to today has not been a short one. In
1980 the Hamer government did decriminalise
homosexuality in Victoria. The law passed in
December; it was gazetted in January 1981. The first
weekend that homosexuality was no longer a crime in
this state was celebrated with a party by many. That
party continues today. In 1988 it was formalised and
called the Midsumma Festival, and that is why it is held
on the date that it is held.
It was a long time until there was any follow-up to the
decriminalisation. It was not until 2011, when Peter
de Groot passed Noel Tovey’s book on to then Prahran
MP Clem Newton-Brown, that the next chapter came
about. Over three years many people did a lot of
work — many people — culminating in Clem
Newton-Brown and then the government bringing
forward legislation in 2014, backed by all parties in this
chamber, to expunge the convictions of those convicted
of criminal offences when homosexuality was illegal in
Victoria. So when Peter de Groot gave me a copy of
Noel’s book to have a look at, I knew it was a book
with serious power attached to it, and I began reading it
in earnest.
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Expunging those offences was so important. Many gay
people who were convicted of the crime of being gay
could not travel to certain places because they had a
criminal record. They could not get a job due to
criminal background checks. They became depressed.
They could not work with children. I even heard of one
interstate man who said recently he could not become a
taxidriver due to a past criminal conviction. So it is not
just physical impacts; it is about the long-term and
widespread impacts upon so many lives that have been
happening for decades. The criminal conviction of
being gay has had a profound and dark impact upon so
many lives. It is right to expunge those criminal
convictions, and it is right for us all to apologise today.
There is one further point on this topic I would like to
mention. Little has been said about the activity at a
place called 1 North. ‘What’s l North?’, most of you
would ask. It is the psychiatric ward at the Royal
Melbourne Hospital. It was a place where, to ‘cure’
homosexuality, people were subject to horrendous
treatments, including being probed with mains
electricity. This is not fantasy. This is not exaggerated.
This occurred in Australia, in Victoria, in Melbourne,
just up the road from where we stand now.
I have spoken to people who had family members who
worked at l North; their stories are atrocious. At l North
homosexuality was a sickness that was to be blasted out
of people, zapped out of them in horrendous ways —
and this only happened with the sanction of this
Parliament. So today is not just a day for the apology of
this Parliament; many others need to consider their
institutions’ actions of the past as well. The medical
profession, psychiatric and mental health institutions,
some of our universities, law enforcement, sections of
the media and some of our biggest companies have all
played a part in this wrong that must be righted.
Today is a part of a conclusion to a sad chapter in this
state’s history. While an apology is words of remorse,
regret and sorrow, which I again profoundly and deeply
offer as the Leader of the Opposition, let today’s
apology also be one of positivity and inclusion, so that
we go forth from today as a Parliament, having
decriminalised homosexuality in 1980, expunged
homosexual-related convictions in 2014 and apologised
to our gay communities today, to be a part of a Victoria
where sexuality, gender, race, ethnicity and appearance
do not matter and where the only test of a person is, as
it always should be and always should have been, their
personal merit. I wholeheartedly commend this motion
to the house.
Honourable members applauded.
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Mr FOLEY (Minister for Equality) — Today we
apologise for the past injustices of convictions for
homosexual acts and for the many harms caused by
these laws and the many lives they damaged. I also use
this opportunity in supporting the calls for this
Parliament to repudiate those laws to make it very clear
that these discriminatory laws were always wrong and
should never have existed. They were unjust, and they
were a breach of human rights.
Given how things have changed so much since 1981, it
might be hard for some people to imagine that there
was a time in this state’s history when men were locked
up for having sex with each other in their own homes,
when gay and lesbian people were named and shamed
in newspapers and when young LGBTI people were
taught by both schools and society that all life had in
store for them was loneliness or infamy. But these
indeed are some of the painful histories that we all
inherit in the lifetimes of so many of us here. These are
histories that carry their own obligations for us as
legislators and as a community. They oblige us to face
up to that past and to the wrongs perpetrated on the
countless many. They oblige us to remember the people
so wrongfully arrested, locked up and humiliated, the
people who lost their jobs, their reputations, their
families and their friends, the people whose very love
and whose very identity made them punishable under
the law. This is an apology to all of those people. We
apologise for the lives so permanently changed, the
relationships lost, the future prospects in life that were
often so violently narrowed and cruelled.
But today, as we apologise, we remember that the laws
that criminalised consensual sex between adults in
private had of course an impact on many other people
in addition to those who were actually charged under
these laws. These laws were part of a web of social and
institutional pressures that tried to make living a
homosexual life difficult, if not impossible, through not
just bad laws but institutional discrimination,
homophobia and stigmatisation that was well and truly
society wide. These laws were instruments of shame,
implemented in courts and manipulated through the
press. These laws were part of an atmosphere that was
cultivated to weigh down on homosexuals, to squeeze
them out of the public sphere, too often supported by
police and our courts. These laws were part of workings
of our society that sought to intimidate LGBTI people
into living a closeted life of silence or, sadly, to an early
grave.
These laws sought to delegitimise LGBTI people and to
deny them their very identity. However, despite all
these efforts to shame them, to belittle them and to deny
their own existence, LGBTI people fought back. They
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organised, they kept their history and they built their
organisations. They worked in their unions, in their
political parties, in their local communities, in their
workplaces and with their families, be they in small
rural towns or in big cities. They educated us all about
their lives and their struggles against oppression and
hate, and through all of this they have given this state
one of its richest lessons in persistence and bravery.
This apology is a testament to the success of their
struggle and the dignity of life that they have demanded
for LGBTI people. We would not be here today if it
were not for the decades of tireless work by these
LGBTI people and their allies fighting for their lives,
and it gives me great pleasure on behalf of the Andrews
Labor government, to salute their efforts and their
enduring persistence. They are an example of the very
best of what Victorians can do when facing injustice.
When we identify a wrong, we can also see in its place
the opportunity to build a different future. This is such a
time, if we are brave enough to forgive and to ask for
forgiveness.
Of course we are all too painfully aware that there are
many people who have been part of this long struggle
who are not with us here today. As we look around, we
can see many familiar faces, but there are also
reminders of the people for whom this apology has
simply come too late. For some the shame of that
conviction or the stigma or the discrimination of that
love that dare not speak its name in a society that
literally treated homosexuals as criminals, was simply
too much. There are so many people we lost far too
soon. Who knows how many sex and gender-diverse
politicians, teachers, colleagues, academics, police or
children we may have had had we had a society that
welcomed them into all aspects of what a decent,
inclusive society should and could have looked like.
So today, as we apologise to the survivors, we also
remember those who did not live long enough to see
this day. To those people perhaps all we can offer is an
apology to their memories, to their families and their
loved ones and to all of their lost hopes. But we must
not let all of that suffering be for nothing. If we are to
say sorry and really mean it, we must commit ourselves
to remembering that painful history which has made
this apology necessary in the very first place, and this is
why this cannot simply be an apology for the past, an
apology to those people caught up in these historical
injustices. If it is to be meaningful, then this apology
must also be a pledge for the future, a commitment to
having open hearts and minds to the many different
ways Victorians live, love and shape this remarkable
community — a place for everyone in our diversity, a
diversity through which we all gain strength.
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Let us resolve today to put those painful histories that
we have inherited to work, to make that pain count for
something, to pledge to today’s LGBTI children and to
tomorrow’s that never again will we cast them outside
of society but indeed that we will instead hold all of our
people close and that we will care for them all as a
modern, diverse society should, and in particular, that
the future of this state relies on the paths and the
opportunities that stretch before Victoria’s children and
that we deliver our commitment to them to give them
all the opportunities they deserve. We pledge also to
remember these difficult histories so that we might
learn from these times and from when we have been
frightened in the past by sex and gender difference and
seen diversity as a weakness rather than a strength.
That is why the commissioner for gender and sexuality
is working hard to lead a community-wide conversation
about how we might ensure we do not forget these
histories, including the establishment of a Queer
History Month and supporting the ongoing work of the
Australian Lesbian and Gay Archives, based in
Melbourne. Through initiatives like these we can make
sure that we do not lose sight of the significance of the
current expungement efforts or indeed of the past
convictions so that future generations can remember
why we needed to do this apology in the first place. For
those we have lost, this is the least we can do.
Through this apology we are all invited to come
together to reflect on the past, for we cannot build a
future together if we hold on to that pain in history. If
we can turn our collective pain and regret into
community hope, then this can only be a good thing. It
can show us the way and teach us to open our hearts
and our minds. If we are brave enough to apologise and
to forgive, then perhaps those painful histories and all
those we have lost might not have been for nothing.
The injustices of the past can serve to inspire us to
strive for a better future — a better future in which we
can celebrate how sexual and gender difference is a
good thing in and of itself. But it is also a plea for our
society’s better nature and future.
We salute and admire the survivors, the advocates and
all those who have struggled for this recognition and for
all the people in Victoria who now have a renewed role
in building a future as bright and diverse as each and
every one of us who make up our community. They are
too many to name. Many have not made it to today, but
many have, and we admire your strength, endurance
and determination and your incredible good grace. So I
say to the people who have joined us here today, to the
people next door in Queen’s Hall, to those watching
online and to those who may read these words, I
apologise. I am sorry for the laws, the prosecutions, the
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hurt and the homophobia that stood in our name and in
the name of the Parliament. I am sorry for the great
injustices you have suffered under these laws. I
apologise for the terrible impact these laws and their
application had on your lives and your opportunities. I
am sorry that you were told you were sick, criminal,
untrustworthy, not good enough and shameful.
We now recognise that that shame is ours, not yours.
The shame is borne by a society that cruelly
marginalised a group within it whose members had
done nothing but live their lives, in many instances
forcing those lives, unjustly, to be lived lonely and in
the shadows. For that, we are truly sorry. We
acknowledge that this apology cannot erase the hurt and
the distress caused by these laws and their application,
but we sincerely hope that it provides some relief,
comfort and peace.
We are sorry for the state-sanctioned homophobia. We
say to you today that that is over and that we will be a
government and a state that celebrates our LGBTI
communities and all their members. We will not treat
you as someone inferior. We will do everything in our
power to ensure that you have equal protection under
our laws and to put an end to discrimination against you
in our state. This is for you and for your families. This
is for the homes, the schools, the workplaces and the
streets — to make you a part of our community. This is
our wish, our aim and our promise.
Now we can be more confident that LGBTI Victorians
can be who they are and do what they choose without
fear of prosecution. Sadly, we cannot also say that these
same Victorians, who are no less than anyone else, can
walk the streets without fear of discrimination or
violence. That still exists. There are elements in our
modern society that to this day still rail against the full
inclusion of LGBTI communities. The Victorian
government says to them that they are wrong. It is only
recently that governments have caught up and properly
committed to addressing and eradicating homophobia,
biphobia and transphobia.
I want to pay tribute and my greatest respects to these
LGBTI community leaders and their many allies that
have stood up, spoken up, stepped forward and
demanded change, often at great risk to themselves.
Some of you have been working on the removal of
discrimination for decades. Social progress regarding
LGBTI inclusion and equality is your achievement. We
are catching up. We still have a road to travel, but thank
you for setting us on this journey and for staying with
us.
Honourable members applauded.

Tuesday, 24 May 2016

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan Region —
Legislative Council) — The coalition supports this
motion because it is just and right. The shameful history
that has been outlined by the earlier speakers is I think
something that we all reflect on. People we know,
people we have talked to and associated with over a
long period, have related these stories. I am personally
proud to stand here and endorse this motion and note
the long sweep of history that is pointed to by this
motion: a process begun, particularly in the 1970s
within the Liberal Party and by the Liberal Party, to
ensure that unjust and discriminatory laws were
repealed and that fairness and justice were accorded to
members of LGBTI communities.
It was the Hamer government under Rupert Hamer that
led the major states in the process of decriminalising
homosexuality. I want to pay tribute to Sir Rupert
Hamer and his courage. I regarded him as a friend. And
I want to pay tribute to the Honourable Haddon Storey,
the then Attorney-General, for his leadership on the
legal aspects of the decriminalisation of homosexuality.
Whilst Victoria followed South Australia and the Fraser
federal government’s 1976 actions to decriminalise in
the territories, Victoria led the way in the major states,
with New South Wales and Queensland lagging far
behind.
Partially completing the work of correcting the
historical wrong fell to the Liberal government between
2010 and 2014, with Ted Baillieu, Denis Napthine and
Robert Clark playing critical roles and both houses of
this Parliament fulsomely supporting those steps. I was
proud to take carriage of the expungement bill in the
Legislative Council and to make reference in the
concluding comments to my immediate predecessor in
the old East Yarra Province, Haddon Storey. There is
important continuity in advancing this Liberal project.
The motion says the Victorian Parliament and Victorian
government — and I would add the Victorian
community as a whole — wrongly criminalised
homosexuality. We have much to be sorry about
because of the profound impact on so many individuals,
the profound impact that saw lives destroyed. So I
welcome this motion, adding to significant continuity
and other progress in correcting these past wrongs.
The expungement in 2014 of historical homosexual
convictions followed the significant lead too of David
Cameron in the United Kingdom. Dr Napthine, having
been the first Premier to attend the Midsumma Festival,
announced these convictions had been allowed to stand
for too long and had stigmatised many people who had
been forced to live with criminal records unjustly. It is
now accepted that consensual acts between two adult
men should have never ever have been crimes. He
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recognised the social and psychological impact that had
been experienced by those who had historical
convictions for acts that would no longer be crimes
under today’s law.
I pay tribute today to this leadership, but most of all I
pay tribute to those who spoke out. Matthew Guy has
already mentioned Noel Tovey, who was convicted of
having gay sex in 1951 when he was 17. I am not going
to repeat that story. Suffice to say it is typical of many
things that happened through that period. I pay tribute
to Noel’s strength in speaking out about his conviction.
The Premier has mentioned Tom Anderson and others.
Those people are people who have been prepared to
make the case and to lay out what is right. This, along
with other cases, led to convictions and prison time.
Victorians subject to these unjust laws had to live with
the consequences until the passage of the expungement
legislation. Correctly, today’s motion delivers a further
step, a formal and fulsome apology to those Victorians.
I would like to join Matthew Guy in mentioning briefly
the history of some of our institutions. If there is a flaw
in this motion today, it is that it provides no opportunity
for our major institutions to apologise and to atone for
the injustices with which they were associated — major
health institutions like the Royal Melbourne Hospital
and its north ward where, as Matthew Guy has outlined,
in the 1950s and likely later, men were treated with
shock therapy and other treatments to cure their
homosexuality. It is not my purpose to point
particularly at health institutions, but it is true that many
important institutions played roles that, in retrospect,
were clearly wrong. Many institutions in our
community could take steps to rectify past wrongs. Of
course in 1990 the World Health Organisation removed
homosexuality from its list of diseases. We celebrate
the anniversary of that day now as the International Day
against Homophobia, Transphobia and Biphobia.
Under the previous government the police, through
Assistant Commissioner Nolan, gave an apology to
patrons for the incidents at the Tasty nightclub in 1994.
The raid had seen 463 people detained and strip
searched. She fulsomely said:
The sins of the past need to be addressed if we really want to
make this a strong relationship.

She further said:
… that’s a reflection on how different Victoria Police was
20 years ago, including the people actually involved.

Genuine and fulsome apologies of this type have the
capacity to build bridges between authorities and
wronged Victorians and communities.
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There remain significant opportunities and challenges
for law reform both in Victoria and internationally. It is
my view that the Victorian Parliament, as a
long-established Westminster Parliament, should play a
greater leadership role in supporting and encouraging
other commonwealth jurisdictions to remove
discriminatory statutory provisions that criminalise
homosexuality and discriminate against LGBTI
individuals and groups.
As health minister I was proud to work with many
others — my department and in particular Sharon
Lewin and Victoria’s LGBTI organisations — to secure
AIDS 2014 for Melbourne. There were many other
achievements through that period: PRONTO!, the
pre-exposure prophylaxis trials and a range of
significant steps, including No to Homophobia and
other important initiatives.
I was proud to have established — and worked with my
colleagues to establish — the ministerial advisory
committee and to have formulated and published
wellbeing plans and transgender and gender diverse
health and wellbeing background papers. There is more
work to do, particularly with transgender Victorians.
We are proud to have joined with all the parties in the
Victorian Parliament in 2015 to amend the Crimes Act
1958 to remove discrimination against people living
with HIV; and I have got to say too that the steps taken
with the Adoption Act 1984 are important for our
Parliament and our community.
The pride centre offers an opportunity to highlight the
issues and the agenda of the LGBTI community, but it
must respect the background, individuality and history
of each of the groups and services that become part of
that centre. We must not lose the constituencies of each
of these groups. The centre must also build a role for
the private sector. This must not be the public sector
pointing at the rest of the community; it must be
working in partnership.
But today we have much to celebrate with this motion,
because it does take a step in righting past wrongs. It is
an apology that is fulsome, and it is an apology that has
been brought about by the work of many. My colleague
the Leader of the Opposition in this house has named a
number of those people, particularly Anna Brown and
Peter de Groot. I want to say that all of us should
continue to strive in this direction but that we can be
proud today that the historical mistakes are being
recognised.
Honourable members applauded.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan Region —
Legislative Council) — I rise on behalf of the Victorian
Greens to support the motion moved by the Premier to
apologise for laws criminalising homosexuality and the
harms caused. For some today this will be a celebration
of how far we have come but for others it will be
another small step perhaps in a process of healing.

later was used to target some same-sex-attracted
Victorians. In fact back then there was a failure to
provide for the expungement of gay sex convictions as
recommended by the Equal Opportunity Advisory
Council in 1977. We got around to fixing that in 2015.
Victoria was not the first place to take this step, nor was
it the last.

There is no place on our statute book for laws that
harm, vilify or malign members of our community. The
purpose of Victoria’s laws is to prevent harm to others,
to protect individual freedom and to uphold society’s
values. The laws, which were in place until the 1980s,
failed all those tests because they criminalised
consensual sex, love and individuality and had a lasting
negative effect on those who had offences recorded
against their names. Those laws hindered their right to
work, their ability to volunteer for our community and
their freedom to travel, and it stood as a mark of shame
from the state. They created a society for
same-sex-attracted people to have to hide, to live in
secret, to cover up who they were and are, and they
inhibited their sexual freedom, their sexual expression,
the company they kept and the places they went.
Abhorrently, victims of crime who sought protection
and redress from the police and our legal system were
targeted under those laws.

When a member of Parliament takes up the cause of
advancing lesbian, gay, bisexual, intersex or
transgender equalities, as many of my Victorian
parliamentary colleagues here today have, we walk in
the shoes, and we never forget it, of those giants who
came before us and who made enormous sacrifices to
inch by inch create the progress on which we could
build. Those individuals and organisations who have
fought for so long on behalf of their communities I
want to acknowledge and thank for the expertise and
the guidance they continue to provide to me and my
colleagues. Without them, these changes in the law
simply would not occur.

Those laws created an environment which allowed
prejudice to flourish and allowed for a culture within
Victoria Police of targeting, harassing and entrapping
people who were attracted to members of the same sex
It was a culture that was not as easily changed as
removing words from an act — we have heard
something of the progress that has been made on that
front — but is now a culture that, thanks to work within
the police force and the community, embraces and
celebrates Victoria’s LGBTI communities.
Today we apologise to those from whom we have
heard moving stories and to those who were convicted
under these laws for the effect it has had on their lives.
We also apologise to those who have suffered in
silence. We do not know their names and stories, yet
they have carried a silent burden. We also apologise to
those who have passed away, who never had the
opportunity to expunge their records and hear this
apology. But opportunity is afforded to their families to
expunge their record, to honour their legacy.
The fight for equality, and in particular law reform,
over the past decades came slowly in a way that was
fragmented and often with caveats, as this particular
piece of law reform did in 1980 when it contained an
amendment to criminalise for soliciting for immoral
sexual purposes, which until it was repealed some years

As members of Parliament with our special and
privileged place, as community leaders, representatives
of our electorates and parties and, importantly, as
legislators, it is critical we use our role inside
Parliament to achieve law reform — as has been done,
in this instance, over decades. I acknowledge all
members who have played a role in bringing about
these changes.
On behalf of the Victorian Greens, I apologise to those
who have suffered because of those unjust laws. We
recognise that worldwide similar laws exist, are
enforced and are prosecuted today. I have been to some
of those countries, and I have seen something of those
policies in action.
We pledge to continue our commitment to ensure
equality for lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and
intersex communities under the law and ensure that
Victoria’s laws protect individuals who face
discrimination, not people or organisations that wish to
discriminate; prevent harm, not facilitate harm; and
affirm the values of inclusivity, freedom and love, not
prejudice, oppression and hate. I commend the motion
moved by the Premier.
Honourable members applauded.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan Region —
Legislative Council) — Thank you, Speaker and
President. Firstly, I would like to acknowledge the
people in the gallery and in Queen’s Hall who have
bravely and fearlessly campaigned for this wrong to be
righted.
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In his 1858 book called On Liberty, John Stuart Mill
wrote:

discrimination then and now. I cannot help but wonder
what we will be apologising for in another 36 years.

… the only purpose for which power can be rightfully
exercised over any member of a civilised community, against
his will, is to prevent harm to others. His own good, either
physical or moral, is not a sufficient warrant.

So I say sorry not only to those men who were affected
individually but also to their families and loved ones,
and especially those here today. The shame that people
carried is significant, and I hope that today starts the
healing process towards righting our state’s past
wrongs.

In doing so, Mill endorsed the view that although we
may not agree with the private sexual lives between two
consenting adults, it is not the role of the state to
concern itself with such activities. The idea that there is
one set of laws for the majority of the community and
an additional set of laws that prohibit activities on the
basis of morality is not only to create the notion of
second-class citizens but it also undermines the human
rights principle of equality under the law.

I will leave the last words to the wonderful dancer,
write and activist Noel Tovey, who has been pivotal in
making today happen. He said:
I think this will be the beginning of a lot of changes … maybe
one day being gay will just be ordinary.

Thank you.
As we know, in 1980 the Victorian Parliament passed a
law decriminalising homosexual acts. The act came into
effect the following year. However, the social stigma
and violence that surrounded homosexuality was still
very much at large. Sadly, the 1980 reforms did not end
the persecution of gay men. It was a small but
significant step that enabled the future progression of
gay men’s rights and also the rights for all LGBTI
people.
I worked in the HIV/AIDS field in the early 1990s, and
I dread to think what the impact of the HIV/AIDS
epidemic would have been if these unjust and
discriminatory laws had not been reformed. In
international jurisdictions the criminalisation of sexual
activity between consenting adults leads to poorer
health outcomes, particularly with respect to HIV. Let
us not forget that the impact of HIV was significant
here nonetheless, and still is, and it affected the lives of
those men who had been charged with homosexual
crimes. I feel some sadness that it took the Parliament
until 2014 to enable the expungement of these
discriminatory and cruel convictions. But let us not
reflect on that today. Importantly, today we recognise
that those laws against gay men were discriminatory,
they were cruel and they were not justified. We
acknowledge that those laws created a rich environment
for stigma — stigma that continues in some forms
today.
It has taken 36 years for us to get from a bill
decriminalising homosexual activity to an apology for
the horrific harms caused. But let us not pretend that
this means that everything is fine. The ongoing denial
of marriage equality is a form of legal discrimination.
LGBTI people have incredibly high rates of suicide and
some of the poorest mental health outcomes. These
issues still stem from the stigma fostered by legal

Honourable members applauded.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — On behalf of The
Nationals I speak in support of today’s apology. As we
are all acutely aware, prior to 1981 Victoria had laws
which made homosexuality a criminal offence, and this
included draconian penalties of jail terms. There were
people convicted under these misguided laws, and there
were people who saw the inside of jail cells. There were
people who lived secret lives, who were cruelly
burdened by shame, through no fault of their own, and
who suffered terrible emotional suffering — all as a
result of these misguided, bigoted laws.
This was wrong, and it is a painful part of our state’s
social development that we look back now. Thankfully,
as we have heard from a number of other speakers,
these laws were repealed in 1981 by a government led
by Sir Rupert Hamer. This repeal was passed 72-7 and
took effect from March 1981. It is a part of our history
that many people in today’s society — 35 years later —
struggle to comprehend. So it is not before time that we,
the Parliament, unite to say on behalf of the state and of
all Victorians that we are sorry for the angst that these
old laws caused. These were laws founded on
intolerance which flourished in communities where
diversity was feared instead of welcomed.
I would like to recognise the contribution that many,
including current and past members of Parliament, have
made in correcting these laws. Specifically I would like
to commend the former member for Prahran, Mr Clem
Newton-Brown, who is in the gallery here with us
today, for his determined work on behalf of the LGBTI
community. Clem did a significant amount of work in
this space, and he really was instrumental in lobbying
for the legislation that was introduced by the former
coalition government in 2014 that now allows people to
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have their historical convictions expunged from their
records.
I also commend the work of former Premier Denis
Napthine in that process. Denis attended the
Midsumma Festival in January 2014 where he
announced this legislation. It surprised many of us to
learn that Denis was the first Premier ever to open this
celebratory Melbourne event, even though it has been
held annually since 1988 and is regarded as one of the
leading arts and cultural events here in Melbourne,
attended by tens of thousands of Victorians and
interstate visitors alike.
When he introduced the Sentencing Amendment
(Historical Homosexual Convictions Expungement)
Bill to Parliament in September 2014, Dr Napthine
said:
This is a day on which the Parliament can be proud of doing
something for the good of the whole community, fixing
something that should have been fixed a long time ago,
righting a wrong and making sure that people who have
convictions on their record are able to have them
expunged …

Today is also one of those days. It is a day when we
continue that important work of righting a wrong of our
past. Today we proudly write a new page in Victoria’s
history book. We say to people who suffered the
indignity of being convicted, and to all those who could
not live their lives openly, on behalf of Victoria, that we
are truly sorry for the injustice you were dealt. We are
sorry for the anguish you experienced, for the
misguided social divide that these laws created and for
the prejudices that were allowed to flourish because of
these laws. I support today’s apology as part of righting
what is a tragic part of Victoria’s history.
Honourable members applauded.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair wishes to
thank, on behalf of the Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition, the President of the Legislative Council
and all members of the Legislative Council for
attending this historic event.
Members of Legislative Council withdrew from
chamber.
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Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this house takes note of the parliamentary apology for
laws criminalising homosexuality and the harms caused.

In moving this motion I think it is appropriate to
acknowledge that we have just seen an extraordinary
debate in this chamber with the apology. The Premier,
the Leader of the Opposition, the Minister for Equality
and all other members of the Parliament who
participated in that formal apology made speeches
which I think do great credit to this Parliament and
show it in its very best light. It is important that we do
pause to acknowledge past wrongs inflicted on
members of Victoria’s LGBTI community.
This is a state apology which has been decades in the
making, and I, like all members of the house, am proud
to be a member of this Parliament at the time when this
apology is being made. I am also proud to have been a
member of this Parliament at the time when the
expungement scheme was legislated for. It is important
to recognise that that expungement scheme, whilst
being introduced by the former government in 2014,
was supported unanimously across the Parliament and
was in fact the subject of amendments moved by
myself and the now Minister for Equality to, amongst
other things, make it possible for posthumous
expungements to occur. I think those amendments in
fact improved on the regime that we are now operating
within, because sex between consenting adults should
have never been a crime. I, along with all of those who
have spoken on the apology motion that we have just
concluded, acknowledge that having those offences on
the statute book was a shameful chapter in the history
of this Parliament. It was something that was wrong,
something that was discriminatory. They were offences
which in no way reflect Victorian society today; they
were offences that should have never been there in the
first place.
I join with the Premier, the Minister for Equality and all
of those others who spoke on the apology motion in
extending my own apology as Attorney-General to
those who have been discriminated against by the state.
I am sorry for the burden that LGBTI people have
carried, for the stigma they have worn, for the fear they
have had to undergo and for the uncertainty that that all
meant in the conduct of their lives. These were people
who were trying to do no more than live their lives, to
love who they wanted to love and to be fully
functioning members of society. I say to you, Acting
Speaker, that in some sad respects it continues today.
Even today straw men are being created so that they
can be struck down. Even today there is a prurient
fascination with the private sex lives of others. Even
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today there are those in society who believe that other
people’s happiness, other people’s joy, other people’s
commitment to one another will somehow diminish
them.

by the end of June. I hope that those expungements will
bring a sense of relief, a sense of joy and a lifting of the
heavy burden those men have carried with them for
many decades.

It is about time that all of us recognise that we as
legislators, we as leaders of society, have no business in
other people’s bedrooms, in their private lives, in their
decisions about who they love and who they want to
marry, if that is their choice. The view that is still
expressed by some that if marriage rights are extended
to others, somehow the institution that they are a part of
will be diminished is, I think, an attitude which really
needs to be flushed away but which still abides in too
many corners of our society.

For those who are listening and who want to understand
the detail of the expungement scheme, I think in my
role it is important to put that on the record. The
scheme applies to past sexual and public morality
offences which once criminalised consensual
homosexuality. There is no definitive list of offences
covered by the scheme. The intention is to capture both
sexual and non-sexual offences that were used to
prosecute consensual homosexual behaviour in the past.
If it can be demonstrated that the person was only
charged because of homosexual activity or, as the
Premier put it, homosexual thought, and if it would not
be considered an offence in Victoria today, then that
offence is eligible for consideration for expungement.

I want to say that there are many people who have not
just assisted in the creation of the expungement laws
but have assisted the government in the period between
when we took office and the making of this apology
and who indeed have been trailblazers and advocates
and advisors to governments and oppositions for many
years. The Premier and the Leader of the Opposition
have already made reference to a number of them. I just
want to make reference to a couple of things I think are
important.
The Human Rights Law Centre’s collaborative 2014
paper Righting historical wrongs contributed
significantly to the development of the government’s
historical homosexual conviction expungement scheme.
I want to make particular reference to Jamie Gardiner.
Jamie has worked fearlessly for decades now to fight
for human rights and equality in Victoria. He is
responsible in no small order for a range of genuine
reforms — very important reforms — and there are few
people who would be entitled to be as proud or as
happy today as Jamie. Certainly when I was the shadow
Attorney-General he provided a huge amount of advice
on the way an expungement scheme might work and
how it might be improved and certainly helped in the
framing of the amendments that I talked about earlier.
The support both he and the Human Rights Law Centre
are providing to applicants going through the
application process for expungement is absolutely
creditworthy.
As I said, that scheme is a very important one. It has
had bipartisan support both in terms of the substantive
bill that came before the house and the amendments
that were moved by the then opposition, the now
government. I am very proud to be involved in the
implementation of the scheme, which came into effect
on 1 September last year. As the Premier mentioned,
there have now been six successful applications for
expungement, and those records will be fully expunged

It is also, I think, a great step forward that applications
can be made by an appropriate representative on behalf
of someone who is deceased. As the Minister for
Equality indicated, sadly many of the people who
would benefit from the apology and who would have
loved to have been here to listen to the apology today
are no longer with us. But that does not mean that an
appropriate representative cannot apply for
expungement on behalf of that person. So I would
strongly encourage anyone who thinks that they might
have a conviction or a finding of guilt on the basis of
their past homosexual activity to make an application,
at no cost, to the Department of Justice and Regulation
to seek an expungement. I can assure applicants that all
applications are treated with extreme sensitivity and
extreme confidentiality and that support is available
from the Human Rights Law Centre.
Those people who are making applications have in
many cases lived with fear, with shame and with regret
for many decades, and it is time that they no longer had
to do so. As the Premier, the Minister for Equality and
the Leader of the Opposition all eloquently stated, the
shame and the regret should be on us, not on them. I
deeply regret the impact that these convictions have had
on the lives of many, many people, and I am deeply
hopeful that the existence of this expungement scheme
will mean that many of them can have their records
cleared and can go on to live the rest of their lives free
of that stain.
I finally just want to say that in this space the job of
reform, of equality and of restitution is not yet done.
We are committed to equality for all Victorians. We
have removed the outdated and discriminatory offences
of intentionally causing HIV from the Crimes Act
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1958, we have secured the passage of legislation to
allow same-sex couples to adopt and we have amended
the Relationships Act 2008, all very important reforms.
But in relation to the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and
the inherent requirements test that was repealed by the
former government before it came into effect, we have
an extant commitment to reverse that, and that
legislation will come before this Parliament at some
point to ensure the Equal Opportunity Act does not
carry that discrimination unnecessarily. We have also
made a commitment to removing barriers to new birth
certificates for trans, gender-diverse and intersex
Victorians, to removing the discriminatory automatic
divorce consequences and to making other changes that
will make the lives and the process for LGBTI
Victorians much more user friendly, much more
appropriate and a hell of a lot more modern.
Acting Speaker, this is an important day. It is an
important opportunity for the Parliament and the
members of the Parliament to express our deep and our
sincere regret for what has happened to LGBTI
Victorians as a consequence of the actions of this
Parliament in years gone by. It is an opportunity for us
to indicate to those people the very real ability that
exists for them to expunge those convictions and for us
as a Parliament to join together and collectively say,
one and all, that these things in this state should never
happen again.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I am very proud to
speak on the take-note motion on the parliamentary
apology for laws criminalising homosexuality and the
harms they caused. I am going to go a little bit back into
history and have a look at how we got to the point
where we are today. I want to go back to Midsumma
2014, when I very proudly stood on the stage alongside
the then Premier, Denis Napthine, and then member for
Prahran, Clem Newton-Brown. We announced that we
would introduce expungement laws, which we did and
of course this is the next step after that.
But I want to go back further and look at why that step
was taken. There is obviously something very deep
seated in our history here and that is why this apology
is so important. If we go back to the first attempt to
right some wrongs, in 1971 the federal Liberal
Attorney-General, Tom Hughes, who happens to be the
current Prime Minister’s father-in-law, was
demonstrated against for supporting law reform in this
area. The very next year, 1972, there was the first
attempt to decriminalise through a private members bill
in South Australia. It actually took until 1975 for that to
come through. In 1973, finally, federally there was part
of a way through to decriminalisation and, in 1976
under Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser there was further
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progress made with decriminalisation in the act by the
government of that day.
In 1980 decriminalisation in Victoria happened under
Premier Rupert Hamer, and we are certainly very proud
of the former Premier in that space. In 1980 there was
still lots of legislation in place around the country, but
he certainly took the lead. In 1994 a federal law
guaranteeing all adults the right to sexual privacy was
passed and then, as I said, in 2014 the expungement
laws were introduced in Victoria by the
Liberal-Nationals coalition as one of its very last acts. I
want to acknowledge the former Attorney-General, the
member for Box Hill, for the work he did on that with
great gusto as well as other members of Parliament at
the time — certainly the Premier Denis Napthine and,
as I said, Clem Newton-Brown, who was then the
member for Prahran. It was called the Sentencing
Amendment (Historical Homosexual Convictions
Expungement) Act 2014. It was something we
supported, and I believe it was supported almost
unanimously by the Parliament.
When we look at the original laws, the ones we have
now removed, we see that there were seemingly a
couple of different aims. One was to prevent or to
curtail public acts of soliciting. I was speaking with
somebody who lived through that era, a gay man. He
says he remembers vividly some of his circle talking
about doing the beat. Doing the beat was basically
soliciting, loitering for homosexual purposes, and of
course that was an indictable offence at the time. There
were areas at the end of Fitzroy Street in St Kilda,
including a toilet block known as the Spanish mission
because it had a very Spanish mission feel to it — it has
long since gone — and there were also local parks and
gardens in that area that were known hangouts and a lot
of entrapment by police happened during that time. I
want to commend Victoria Police as it is today for
having taken such a great stance in changing its culture
and making a great effort. I know from walking in the
Pride March on many occasions that the police also
walk in uniform very proudly. I am so glad that those
sorts of changes have happened.
The private life thing is what really beggars belief, I
suppose. The intrusion into people’s private lives was
horrendous and certainly without any reason. Houses
were raided by the police, often in the middle of the
night, looking to see if there was some sort of
cohabitation taking place. So if you had one bed but
two men living in the same place, they could press
charges. There were workplaces, especially in the arts,
that were targeted and raided. There has certainly been
some very bad history in this area, and I am so glad that
that no longer happens.

APOLOGY FOR LAWS CRIMINALISING HOMOSEXUALITY AND THE HARMS CAUSED
Tuesday, 24 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

1949

If I go back to the time I spent on stage with the
Premier and the member for Prahran at
Midsumma 2014 I listened to the heart-wrenching tale
of Mr Noel Tovey, who has been mentioned here on
many occasions today. He was 79 years old at the time.
He spoke about the long-term effects of what had
happened to him. I will give a very quick recap. His
story is that in 1951, when he was just 17 years old, he
was at a party in a private home of somebody he was
working with in the entertainment industry, Mr Max du
Barry. The house was raided by police. He was arrested
and taken to a police station and coerced into admitting
that he had, rightly or wrongly, had sex with Mr du
Barry. For that coercive admission, if you like,
Mr Tovey spent many weeks into months in Pentridge.
One can only imagine what that was like, and certainly
we have heard it recounted that he was contemplating
on many occasions taking his life.

sincerity that we are sorry. Today I stand in this place to
defend the rights of those who cannot be here to speak
for themselves. I stand to voice my support for righting
a wrong which the Liberal-Nationals government did
several years ago. I congratulate the government for
continuing the steps forward.

He was convicted, finally, so he had his trial date. His
conviction was for the abominable act of buggery,
something we could not contemplate these days. His
sentence was a good behaviour bond. That was only the
court’s sentence. His lifelong sentence has been to
leave this country. He worked in the arts and was an
accomplished dancer. He went to England, which is far
more progressive in its approach. It was not until after
his professional career that he could come back and
spend time in the country where he should have been
able to have a very thriving career as an Indigenous
dancer, an actor, a writer and all of the other things he
was so good at. We look at people like that and say,
‘What have you been through?’.

I am proud we have reached this point, albeit years later
than people deserved. As we have heard in previous
contributions today, the Hamer government
decriminalised homosexual acts in 1980, and it took too
long to arrive at a time when people could have
convictions for homosexuality expunged — only in
2014. In September last year we introduced the scheme
to expunge historical convictions for homosexual acts.
That meant police and court records could now be
erased. Police and court records are being cleared of
these offences. Conviction will no longer show up on a
police records check.

Then there are the people who were called sick and
who were sent for psychological testing to psychiatric
units. They covered up their lives when they got out of
these places out of fear. Nobody should ever have to do
that. My daughter’s godfathers are a gay couple. They
have an incredibly successful business and have the
potential to expand with many millions of dollars worth
of business every year into the Middle East and have
been asked to go over there. They visited once and
decided that their business was not worth what they
would have to hide. In hotel rooms they have to have
two separate beds. I was at their civil wedding, back in
2001 I think it was, and yet in some countries of the
world they are still not allowed to be a couple. I look at
the types of things that are still going on around the
world. I look at what we have done in the past, and I
shake my head and say, ‘Why did it take us so long to
get there and why is it taking so long for the rest of the
world to get there?’.
To all of those who suffered as a result of the former
legislation and those who enforced it I say with

Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — Today we
right a wrong. We apologise for the prejudice against
LGBTI community members. We make a commitment
going forward to continue our support for the LGBTI
community. I am proud to stand here today as a
member of the Andrews government but also as a
member of this Parliament, because when this
Parliament comes together in a bipartisan way to
address such profound social issues — and we are
righting such a fundamental wrong today — this is the
Parliament, in my view, at its best.

I was very proud to see earlier the people in the
audience today listening to this debate, people I have
known for so many years: Jamie Gardiner, who, as the
Attorney-General just said, is an extraordinary advocate
for reform and equality; and of course Anna Brown,
who did so much work in preparing the expungement
scheme. But today I actually want to talk about
somebody who is listening to this event. His name is
Peter McEwan. He is here today in the gallery, and I
have known him for 30 years. He was one of the people
unfairly convicted of homosexual offences when he
was just 17 years of age and still at school. He was a
boy.
Peter talks in some publications, reports of which are
currently on the Premier’s website, about what it meant
to him, and I want to read this into the record:
When I was arrested, I didn’t know what on earth was going
on.
The police didn’t advise me of my rights. I wasn’t given an
opportunity to call my parents, let alone a lawyer. I was told it
would be ‘best for me’ if I signed a statement the police had
written.
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When I finally got a lawyer, it was too late. I had pleaded
guilty. I was convicted of a homosexual offence. I was only
17.
Looking back, I did take on the guilt and shame. It was like
holding a terrible secret. There was not another person I could
talk to for several years. I just shut down. I fled overseas to
escape, and I removed myself from my family, until I found a
way to accept myself with pride.

Peter McEwan was my chief of staff when I had the
honour of being the Lord Mayor of Melbourne and has
invested many, many years in public service in our state
government as a public servant in planning and in
housing. He continues on, of course, as a panel member
through Planning Panels Victoria, and his expertise is
certainly not lost to the government or to the people of
Victoria.
Peter was one of those people who had to live with an
undeserving and callous mark against his name. Peter,
like many others, struggled with the humiliation the
conviction caused him at a young and vulnerable age. It
brought shame to him and shame to his family. These
convictions did nothing to ease the social stigma and
social persecution against the LGBTI community, and
convictions have haunted the people we are apologising
to today, sometimes for decades, through job
applications and background checks which further
punished and victimised them.
We are apologising because you were unfairly
prosecuted. We are apologising for the distress this
caused you and your families. The unfair stains on your
personal records are now gone. We have corrected the
injustice of convictions recorded for homosexual acts,
and now we unreservedly apologise for the pain those
convictions have caused you and of course so many
people here who have been victims of this gross
unfairness.
Today, Peter, I say to you here in the Parliament on the
floor of this chamber that today we publicly lift that
weight. We publicly lift that burden from your
shoulders. For you and your family, who are assembled
here today, I know just how important this is to you. It
is important symbolically, but I think that you
understand and other victims understand that it is
important that this Parliament repudiates that time and
says to you, ‘You were so badly treated. You were so
unfairly treated’. You carried a burden that was so
unnecessary, a burden that could have potentially
crippled you. But it did not cripple you. You actually
made a life for yourself. Yes, it was terribly difficult at
the time, and I know today from when I was speaking
to you that this conversation with some members of
your family is only now opening up after 39 years —
what an extraordinary thing.
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But I want you to know that across this chamber in a
bipartisan way we say to you and we say to all the other
victims just say how sorry we are — how profoundly
sorry we are for everything that you have gone through;
for the suffering; for the humiliation that you have gone
through; for your family and for the suffering that they
have gone through; and for your mother, God rest her
soul, who of course was ostracised from her
community, ostracised from her church and humiliated.
It was so unnecessary, so vicious and so unwarranted.
To you, Peter, the burden has now been lifted, and it is
a great honour for me to be here today to recognise you
and to say to you, and indeed to all the other victims
who have been here today, just how profoundly sorry
we are as a Parliament for that period in your life.
Thank you so much.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — It is with pleasure that I rise
today to contribute to the motion to take note of this
formal apology to Victoria’s homosexual
community — an apology for the injustices wrought,
for wrongful charges and for the hurt that laws passed
by this Parliament perpetrated on gay Victorians. It is
with great pride that I stand here as a member of the
coalition, which introduced legislation to right these
wrongs in the last Parliament. I am certain that today’s
apology will have enormous and lasting significance. It
is a moment of acknowledgement and a moment of
healing for our state.
I wish to particularly acknowledge the dignity and the
strength with which those here in the gallery today have
held themselves in the face of these historical wrongs. It
is an important moment because it sends a message of
not only apology but also acceptance. In that way it is
important not just for those who suffered under those
horrific laws but also for the wider gay community. It is
important for many of my own friends and for members
of the communities I represent. It is important for
Victoria as a state.
It is difficult perhaps for members of my generation,
who have grown up in not a perfect but a more tolerant
world, to truly appreciate the depth of feeling of those
involved or to understand the power of an apology in
helping people with the healing process. And not for a
moment do I wish to suggest that all is okay for LGBTI
people in our state. Verbal and physical abuse still
occurs. Earlier in the year one such case was
highlighted to me when a young gay man was verbally
attacked in Carlton, a community that I would have
thought to be one of the most tolerant in our state. We
have a long way to go to address homophobia, but that
change begins with us and the message that today’s
apology sends.
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As other speakers have laid out, the former coalition
government brought an amendment to the Sentencing
Act 1991 to recognise that homosexual sex between
consenting adults should never have been a crime.
These were not just historical convictions. Until last
year when the legislation took effect they continued to
impact the lives of those men who were convicted.
They were a reminder of the discrimination they faced
for being gay. At the time Premier Denis Napthine
acknowledged the ongoing harm and hurt these
convictions had on those who were prosecuted and the
significant personal difficulties they faced as they
sought employment, travelled or even applied for a
working-with-children check. He told the Parliament:
They were convictions that should never have appeared there,
and it is about time they were expunged.

I wish to pay tribute, as others have before me, to the
very many people from Victoria’s LGBTI communities
who have campaigned tirelessly for this moment. The
emotion that was in the chamber today, as every
member of this house stood in their place to support the
motion and the jubilation of those gathered in Queen’s
Hall to watch the Victorian Parliament pass this
apology, supported by all sides of politics, was
palpable.
I also acknowledge the work of the former member for
Prahran, Clem Newton-Brown, who, moved by the
story of Noel Tovey, about whom many people have
spoken today, was instrumental in bringing these
changes about. Clem followed in the footsteps of
Premier Rupert Hamer and Attorney-General Haddon
Storey, who first decriminalised homosexuality in
1981. Clem has described the passing of the bill to
expunge criminal convictions as the highlight of his
time as the member for Prahran.
I have previously spoken in this house about my
concerns about the suicide rate of LGBTI young
people, particularly in rural and regional Victoria.
Beyondblue conducted a study in 2011 which
concluded that lesbian, gay and bisexual Australians are
twice as likely to have a high to very high level of
psychological distress as their heterosexual peers.
Same-sex-attracted Australians have rates of suicide
attempts up to 14 times higher than their heterosexual
peers as a result of minority stress and discrimination
and exclusion. The changes made by the coalition in the
last term of Parliament were important because, like
today’s apology and like the passing of laws to legalise
same-sex adoption, they sent a message to
same-sex-attracted and gender diverse people in our
communities that they are equal under law.
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So today I wish to add my voice and give my full and
unreserved apology for the decisions and the laws
which led to injustice, distress, persecution and shame.
Those laws were Victoria’s true crime.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I rise to support
this take-note motion with profound respect for the
Victorian government and the Victorian Parliament. At
the risk of sounding parochial, I say that I have
enormous respect for the Premier and the Minister for
Equality for their leadership. This reform follows on
from other reforms that this government has made,
including adoption equality, establishing a gender and
sexuality commissioner in Rowena Allen and
establishing an equality unit in the administration of
government. We have also heard about the support that
both sides of Parliament have given to the Midsumma
Festival over many years, and I want to commend the
previous reformist Attorney-General, Rob Hulls, who
for many years opened Midsumma, the Premier for
being the first Premier to march in the Midsumma Pride
March, and both sides of politics, including former
Premier Napthine.
I want to acknowledge that commitment from both
sides. We should acknowledge those commitments and
achievements, and we should celebrate what is really a
historic day. But it has taken too long to get here. I just
want to run through a little bit of history. I will quote
from an article by Graham Carbery in the La Trobe
Journal, no. 87, of May 2011. It is headed ‘Towards
Homosexual Equality in Victoria’. He writes:
When Society Five, Victoria’s first openly organised
homosexual group, was formed in 1971 it quickly established
a subcommittee to look at the question of law reform. The
committee succeeded in raising the profile of homosexuals’
demands by writing letters to the press, speaking on radio,
and sending speakers to arrange a professional and
community groups …
…
… They managed to have motions of support for reform
adopted by the policymaking bodies of the two major political
parties in Victoria — the Liberal Party State Council in 1974
and the Labor Party State Conference in 1975 — and by the
Synod of the Anglican Church in 1971 …
The first parliamentary move towards homosexual law reform
in Victoria occurred when, in October 1975, Barry Jones,
who was at the time a member of the Labor opposition in the
Victorian Parliament, introduced a private members bill into
Parliament.

Unfortunately that private members bill was only first
read. Mr Carbery continues:
In early 1977 another attempt was made when Jack Galbally
(Labor), Leader of the Opposition in the Legislative Council,
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introduced a private members bill that was in effect a second
attempt —

at this change.
As we have heard from other speakers, in the end, after
all this effort, it was the Hamer government that
introduced legislation to remove homosexual offences,
including, as we have heard, abolishing the offence of
the abominable crime of buggery and the summary
offences of soliciting and loitering for homosexual
purposes.
The interesting little bit of history that I discovered,
though, was:
In an attempt to limit the extent of homosexual law reform,
dissidents within the Liberal Party succeeded in having a
last-minute amendment included in the act. This amendment
created a new summary offence of ‘soliciting for immoral
sexual purposes’. Even with the inclusion of this amendment
nine members of the Liberal Party still crossed the floor and
voted against their own party’s reform. The Labor Party voted
unanimously to support the bill.

This is just a little quote about the history of the
movement, in a sense, and about the parliamentary
aspects of the movement.
Today this apology is perhaps the last step in that sad,
sad chapter. We are cleaning up the mess of the past.
We have been doing that in a whole range of policy
areas and for a whole range of Victorians — the stolen
generation, the abuse and the deaths in custody; the
child and institutional abuse; and family violence —
and we have seen support for most of those initiatives
from across both sides of politics. Essentially the
Premier’s words ring very, very true: legal homophobia
began here in this Parliament, and it has to end here too.
It will not make this right, but it is the right thing to do.
The Parliament made the big mistake of passing moral
judgement in an area which, in my view and many
people’s view, it has no right or role to do. Just because
a government has the numbers and a majority does not
mean it should legislate, as I think Ms Patten said, in a
moral sense. Ethics and morals are very different
things. The state should never reach into the private
lives of citizens unless it is to protect and support them.
This was certainly no protection or support; in fact it
was quite the opposite. There was the devastation
caused by a single conviction — the shame, the public
outing and the ruined lives, as we have heard. Hiding
something has an untold impact. It is about the chances
that a human being has not taken, it is about the
opportunities that a person never sees, and it applies in
many areas of life. Whether it be ethnicity, religion or
definitely sexuality, it is a grave injustice, and in many
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respects justice will never be reclaimed. It is about a life
not fully lived, as we have heard.
As a young guy growing up, like many other people, I
had to confront those demons in terms of questioning
your sexuality and being worried about what you say
and how hard you laughed. There were the stolen
glances, because you could only ever have stolen
glances. There are those very real impacts in human life
when you do not want to stand out because you do not
want to be noticed. There were the tearoom
conversations at work where you avoided talking about
what you did on the weekend because all of a sudden
you may have to use a gender-specific pronoun. All of
those hidden little impacts are like wounds to your
spirit and your heart. There is never a way that you can
be a fully emboldened and powerful human being while
carrying that weight.
The weight is about being told throughout society that
you are disgusting, that what you do is wrong, who you
love is wrong and how you feel is wrong. That is why it
was very pleasing to hear the Premier’s words to all
LGBTI Victorians. I think his words were, ‘You are
good enough for me’, and that is exactly what people
want to hear, whether it be people of different ethnic or
religious backgrounds. The untold impact will never be
redressed, but I was extraordinarily proud today to sit
here — as the member for Richmond said, not only as a
member of the government but also as a member of this
Parliament — on this very powerful and symbolic day,
which I think will allow many people to start healing.
In conclusion, I want to say some words similar to
words I used during the adoption equality debate. Laws
are powerful in setting or changing human behaviours
and thoughts. I am immensely proud of the Premier and
the Minister for Equality for their steadfast
championing of equality. I am proud of all those brave
men and women — human beings — who over the
years and decades have fought for equality for the
LGBTI communities. This apology would not have
been delivered today before the Parliament if not for the
struggles of so many who have gone before. It has
never been more true to say that if we have seen further,
it is because we have stood on the shoulders of giants.
I take my hat off to all gay men and women and the
LGBTI communities of Victoria over the last
150 years. I take my hat off to their parents, children,
families and loved ones who have endured the stigma,
rumours and innuendo for too long, all the while
knowing the beauty and authenticity of the person or
people they have loved and cared for. I say to them, as
the Premier said, you have a government on your side.
You have a government on the side of your children
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and grandchildren and on the side of your full
expression as a complete human being. There is
nothing wrong with you, and there never has been. We
are not honouring gay people with this apology; they
already have honour. Today we honour ourselves, all of
us, for doing the right thing.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise as the Victorian
Greens LGBTI spokesperson to support this motion
and to support this parliamentary apology for laws that
criminalised homosexuality and for the harms they
caused. Laws that target or discriminate against LGBTI
communities and individuals have no place in Victoria.
In Victoria laws that criminalised homosexuality were
in place until the 1980s.
As former Victorian Premier John Cain, Jr, said, when
debating the Crime (Sexual Offences) Bill 1980 as a
member of the shadow cabinet, these laws were based
on a mixture of religious beliefs, ancient taboos,
prejudice, authoritarianism and, to some extent,
ignorance. Those laws saw members of the Victorian
community targeted and prosecuted because of their
sexuality, and convictions hindered people’s
employment prospects, their ability to travel overseas
and to volunteer for our community. It meant that
same-sex attracted people were forced to hide who they
were or risk conviction. There were some instances
where information gained from victims of crime was
then used to target and prosecute that victim of crime,
and instances where young people — sometimes
vulnerable young people — were targeted under these
laws.
One inquiry — I think either during the 1960s or
1970s — found that laws criminalising sex between
members of the same sex provided for widespread
harassment, humiliation, intimidation and even
blackmail of persons who were ‘so inclined’. The laws
created in Victoria allowed a culture within
institutions — as has been described by previous
speakers — in particular Victoria Police, which saw
same-sex attracted people targeted, harassed and
entrapped. Thankfully we welcome that the culture in
Victoria Police has changed to one that now embraces
equality, as evidenced by Victoria Police’s gay and
lesbian liaison officers and their prominent place in
Victoria’s annual Pride March.
Throughout today’s debate and of course the greater
and wider debate that happened previously over
expunging these convictions, we have heard stories — I
am sure we have all read case studies — of those who
were convicted under these laws, the circumstances
under which they were convicted and the effect that it
has had on their lives. But this law has also affected
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those who lived under these laws, and who were at risk
of conviction. This was a law of oppression.
We should also recognise that there are many who we
have not heard from, who have been carrying the
burden of an unjust conviction, fearful that years down
the track or decades down the track it might be dredged
up when they are doing something we all take for
granted: applying for a job, offering to volunteer,
getting a working with children check, travelling to a
new place overseas. I also note and welcome that there
is provision in the act that was passed by the previous
Parliament for family members of those who have
passed away to expunge their record of homosexual
convictions.
It is an understatement, and one that previous speakers
have stated, but it needs to be restated: LGBTI equality
law reform over the past decade has come slowly, and
when change has come it has come with caveats and
has not gone as far as it should. When this law reform
to remove the criminalisation of homosexuality was
achieved in 1980, as also noted by the member for
Oakleigh, it contained an amendment to criminalise for
soliciting ‘for immoral sexual purposes’, which again
was continually used to target same-sex-attracted
Victorians until it was repealed some years later. The
law also failed to provide for the expungement of
historical convictions, and that was recommended by a
previous advisory council in 1977. Obviously it is
welcome that it has occurred, but it took some decades
after it was first recommended.
I do not want to go back over the debate from 1980, but
incredibly, just to give an illustration of the views of
that time, the second-reading speech of the Crimes
(Sexual Offences) Bill 1980 included the following
passage:
The government does not accept sexual relationships between
persons of the same sex as an acceptable alternative lifestyle.
Nothing in the bill is intended to give any support to such
attitudes. The government simply believes that they are not
matters for the criminal law.

I can see that the statute book is changing for the better,
and I think society and the views of people within this
place are changing as well. Thankfully, no government
holds that position. Certainly no party in this place, in
the Legislative Assembly, holds those views today. A
more contemporary example of laws simply not going
as far as they should was in the recent changes to
adoption law, which allowed same-sex couples to
adopt. It was a long overdue change, which
unfortunately came back to this place with the
amendment that allowed certain faith-based adoption
agencies — state-funded agencies, mind you — to
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refuse services to same-sex couples. The point I am
making is that LGBTI law reform, as I said, has moved
slowly, has not been as full as it should have been and
has come with caveats. I would suggest that LGBTI
law reform needs to be complete, it needs to be
comprehensive and it needs to move quickly within this
Parliament — the 58th Parliament — and not be left up
to future parliaments or future governments to address.
This is because LGBTI organisations and individuals
have been working for many years to achieve law
reform. Issues and reforms that may appear new have
actually been worked on for years, and they have only
been considered or implemented when they were long
overdue. I want to join with other members in
acknowledging and thanking all those organisations and
individuals that have put in the hard policy yards. In my
experience as the Victorian Greens LGBTI
spokesperson, the policy work and the policy briefs
from those in the community have been completely
comprehensive: they will tell you exactly where and in
what act the law needs to be changed, and going hand
in hand with that policy work has been their tireless
advocacy. I thank and acknowledge them.
I also want to acknowledge members of Parliament
who have worked to achieve the law reform, in this
instance over decades, to end laws criminalising sex
between members of the same sex, to provide for the
expungement of the convictions under those laws and
for the parliamentary apology today. Last but not least,
I want to recognise my predecessor in the seat of
Prahran, Clem Newton-Brown, who championed this
issue in his term. As Clem would know, and I was
pleased to see Clem in the gallery today, and as any
previous member of Prahran would know, the Prahran
electorate is famous for its vibrant and celebrated gay
community. It is an inclusive and welcoming
community, but such inclusivity should not be confined
to places like Prahran.
Whether you live in the inner city, the suburbs, in
regional Victoria, whether you work in the private
sector, the government sector or the community sector,
whether you attend a government school, an
independent school or a faith-based school, all
Victorians deserve equal protection under the law from
discrimination, and the right to have a community and a
culture that affirms equality for lesbian, gay, bisexual,
transgender and intersex people. The Victorian Greens
equality bill, of which there is an exposure draft out,
does just that by removing the current exemptions in
the Equal Opportunity Act 2010. I note that my federal
colleagues have proposed a similar amendment to the
federal Sex Discrimination Act 1984. I also note that
many speakers make comments about the need for
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marriage equality. I think it would be appropriate for
this house, the Legislative Assembly, to move and pass
a motion in support of marriage equality.
The Victorian Greens strongly support this
parliamentary apology for those who suffered because
of these unjust laws. As the Victorian Leader of the
Greens, Greg Barber, said in his speech to the apology
motion:
We pledge to continue our commitment to ensure equality for
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex communities
under the law and ensure that Victoria’s laws protect
individuals who face discrimination — not people or
organisations who wish to discriminate —

as is currently the case under the Equal Opportunity
Act. The Greens pledge to ensure that Victoria’s laws
prevent harm, not facilitate harm.
We know the harm discrimination causes our LGBTI
communities, particularly our young people, with
increased incidences of suicide and mental health
issues. We cannot condone, let alone facilitate, such
harm as our laws do by allowing this discrimination.
Our laws should affirm values of inclusivity, freedom
and love, not prejudice, oppression and hate. Earlier this
year, during the Midsumma Festival, I put up the
suggestion that Victoria should be known as the
rainbow state — an inclusive, welcoming state for
LGBTI communities. It could be one of the many
reasons so many people are moving to Victoria, but this
needs to be reflected in our laws.
This parliamentary apology for people who suffered
under unjust laws — the criminalisation of
homosexuality — is a landmark for LGBTI
communities in Victoria and for this Parliament. It is a
chance for healing for those who suffered under these
laws, it is a chance for this Parliament and the state of
Victoria to make amends for the wrongs of the past, and
it is a chance to look forward to further reform of
Victorian laws to create equality for all under the law.
We apologise. We say sorry for these unjust laws and
for the harms they caused.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with profound
pride, profound humility and just an amazing sense of
how far we have come as a community in my lifetime
that I am able to speak on this motion before the house
to take note of a well, well overdue apology to a section
of our community that has suffered mostly in silence,
mostly unknown, for decades.
The Premier and the leaders of almost every party in
this Parliament who got to speak in the formal motion,
in the sitting where the members of the other house
joined with us, went through some harrowing details. It
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occurred to me too — I apologise if other speakers have
covered this — that obviously these people who were
charged were victims of the time but also that, when we
heard of the 14-year-old boy whose parents rightly
went to the police after he had been sexually abused at
work by his employer, thinking that they would get
justice, that was no different to any other parent of a girl
or any woman going and reporting their rape and not
being believed. I think any woman can identify with
that, but to compound that ill by then being charged
with a crime when you are a victim — I do not know
what could be a more inhumane way to treat a victim.
There is a deep sense of shame, I think, for this
institution that it has taken us so long to apologise for
our predecessors who passed laws in this chamber that
should never have been passed — laws about what
people do in their own private realm, in their own
private domain, expressing love to each other. That
should never be the purview of legislators to interfere
with.
I always think that these matters of historic apology —
it has been a deep privilege to have served in this place
since 2002 and to have been party to a number of very
profound apologies in trying to make amends for the
sins of the past of this institution and of governments,
whether it be to our Indigenous people, whether it be to
those who were kept in state care and abused, whether
it be to mothers who had their children forcibly
removed or whether it be to those who were victims of
abuse in institutions, including those run by the state
and the church — are a sign of our political maturity in
that we are actually able to, across party lines, stare our
failings and our mistakes in the face and say, ‘It’s not
good enough just to change the laws’, as correct a
decision as it was.
I was still in high school when homosexuality was a
crime, and I commend the then Hamer government and
the then Attorney-General, Haddon Storey, for the
decriminalisation of homosexuality, but we see in an
article in today’s Age that that still did not really give
comfort. I actually had quite a bit of respect for Haddon
Storey, the then Attorney-General, as being quite a
progressive man and quite a wet for the times, but in
saying that, his quote is this:
The government realizes that there are consensual sexual acts
which are regarded by many as immoral, and which are not
made criminal by this bill. The government does not condone
such acts, much less regard them as acceptable.

It is as if that was giving a message to adults or young
people whose only crime was to be born different, or
what was then seen as different — that if you are a
man, to love another man, or if you are a woman, to
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love another woman — almost a bit like the sense of
the military in the US: ‘Don’t ask, don’t tell, but we’re
really still not supporting you’.
Then we got to the point in the last Parliament of
expunging the crimes that people were convicted of,
which should never have been crimes, but because
proper records were not kept, how on earth do we
convey that to those people — we do not even know
how many — who were convicted of those offences?
As other speakers have said, many of those people are
not with us anymore. They have lived a long life and
died of natural causes or died at their own hands
through their grief at having to live a life where they
were seen as a criminal.
As I said earlier, I always like to contextualise when we
are apologising for a historical event that occurred
when I was at high school — I still do not think I am
that old — and homosexuality was a crime. It was only
decriminalised two years before my now 33-year-old
gay son was born. I had the privilege of running into
Noel Tovey in the lift earlier and I thanked him. I said,
‘Noel, without your advocacy, without you speaking
out, along with so many other men who were wrongly
convicted, my son would not have been living in the
progressive society in which he does’. It is not without
its challenges, but what my son experienced being at
school and the experience of kids generally who are at
high school now is a sea change compared to the
situation when I was at school, let alone when Noel
Tovey was at school and let alone when Peter McEwan
was at school.
I am really fond of Peter McEwan. He and I worked
together in the then Ministry of Housing in the 1980s. I
cannot believe that he was 17 in 1967, because he is
one of the youngest looking men. I cannot add up now,
but he is certainly a fair bit older than I am and he is in
his 60s, but he still looks really young. When I am
talking about high school students in 1967, at the time I
was three or four years old, and Peter was completely
outed at his Catholic school. I went to a Catholic
school, and I can only imagine what that would have
been like. I am lucky to have met that wonderful man,
that joyous, joyous man with whom I worked in the
1980s in the Ministry of Housing, who is passionate
about looking after the disadvantaged. I repeat the
conversation the Premier retold earlier about meeting
with Peter McEwan and Peter saying to the Premier,
‘Premier, pride is the opposite of shame’. I challenge
anyone in this state who wants to criticise the GLBTI
community, which throughout January acknowledges
when it has its Midsumma event and recognises the
date and the time when homosexual acts were
decriminalised — and that continues on — not to be
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unkind and to join in with that pride, with that
community. I think we should all do that.
We still have a long way to go. I am glad that every
party has supported this apology, but there are still
times in this house, regrettably, when not the most
charitable things are said about people of GLBTI
background. I hope every member in this chamber can
use today to say, ‘No longer will I say anything that is
discriminatory; even if I have it in my heart, I will keep
it to myself, because members of the GLBTI
community of this state, like every other member of
this community, deserve our support. I am delighted to
be part of this take-note motion and the apology made
in this chamber in the name of my son, Blake Rizzo
Green, and every other GLBTI person in this state. I
commend this take-note motion to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
to speak on this take-note motion and, probably more
importantly, to support the sentiment of the motion that
was moved earlier in the afternoon by the Premier. Had
I been drafting the motion, I probably would have gone
a bit further, that is to the extent I recall it because
unfortunately the text has not been provided, but no
doubt I will be able to read about it tomorrow in
Hansard. Legislators tend to be concerned about words,
probably not least because the words that are used do
affect the outcomes in the courts, but this is not
legislation and the sentiment of the motion is absolutely
right, and this is certainly no time for hairsplitting.
It is a matter of record — and many speakers have
referred to it — that in December 1980 the amending
bill for the Crimes (Sexual Offences) Act 1980 was
debated in this house. It was in fact debated in the other
place a bit earlier, and it came in here and was debated
in the December sitting and then adopted, receiving
royal assent in January. It was of course not only about
repealing section 68 of the principal act; it was more
broadly about ensuring that sexual acts between
consenting adults were no longer offences. The bill was
quite wide ranging, and it was an extensive reform of
the law relating to various sexual offences. In fact the
then Premier, in responding to a question from a
member in November about what might be in the
bill — I am not sure the question would get up now —
made the comment that:
… provisions of the Crimes Act, and certain other legislative
provisions relating to sexual offences are, to say the least,
expressed in quaint and archaic language. It would be equally
apparent, I should think, that some of the notions that those
words express are also hard to reconcile with the ideas of a
modern community.
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Certainly by the end of 1980 things had changed.
Mr Hamer, the Premier as he was then, went on to talk
about the other reforms that were contained in this
particular piece of legislation, and they were extensive.
As you would expect, though, the bulk of the
second-reading debate that occurred concentrated on
the issue which we are considering this afternoon. That
was 36 years ago. It is a relatively short period since
then. Reading the second-reading debate certainly
reminded me of the speed with which the community’s
views have moved, and that is certainly a good thing.
But it is also interesting to reflect upon the speed with
which views moved from 1958 to 1980. I do not
imagine that in 1958 anyone could possibly have
imagined that a bill like that could have been debated
and passed by the Victorian Parliament in 1980.
Certainly whether you contrast the current period with
1958 or with 1980 we are undoubtedly a far more
enlightened community. We now understand that
sexual orientation is not a lifestyle choice. More
importantly, we understand that sexual orientation
basically is irrelevant. It is something that most people,
thankfully, no longer see; it is no longer something to
be ridiculed or to be condemned. Yes, we still have a
few judgemental individuals, but the fact is they
become fewer each year.
I do not condemn our legislative forebears. This is a
law, whether it was 1928 or 1958, that was wrong. It
was as wrong then as it would be today. Unfortunately,
though, it was probably somewhat in accord with
community expectations. I think the member for
Oakleigh talked about the dilemma of attempting to
legislate for a moral position. This law certainly falls
into that category.
The direct impact of those laws was bad enough. The
immediate consequences, of course, if someone was
arrested and detained, were terrible enough. But the
long-term effect was very much more: lives were
disrupted and, indeed, too often they were destroyed,
sometimes ending far too prematurely.
As I have noted, we have already fulfilled our role as
legislators. That was done for us in 1980. I think it
needs to be said that in passing that legislation — which
was passed by this house overwhelmingly, with very,
very few noes — in 1980, the offence was removed
from the Crimes Act. In so doing, it prevented further
lives from being disrupted by a prison stay, and not just
in the short term. As I have said, too often those lives
were fatally compromised and sometimes destroyed.
With the passage of that legislation at least no further
lives were wasted or harmed in that way.
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In the last Parliament we made it possible for those with
those historic convictions to have them expunged.
‘Expunged’ is a pretty dry legal term. It really struggles
to convey the importance of what it does in the context
of that legislation. It makes it possible to remove a stain
on the character of an individual that should never have
been placed there by the state in the first place. It was
the state that did that. I certainly want to acknowledge
Clem Newton-Brown and the role he played, but can I
also say from a personal point of view I am certainly
proud to have been part of that Parliament and a middle
bencher and member of the government that presented
it.
So we have legislated. No doubt there is more that can
be done, but we have made enormous strides under
those on both sides that have formed government in the
last 35 years. We have repealed laws that should never
have been written. We have repealed laws that sought
not just to regulate the behaviour of consenting adults
in the bedroom but effectively to regulate the way
people lived their whole lives — because unless they
were to run the risk of imprisonment, they had to live
their lives as a lie.
So we have done the legislation. Today, with this
apology, we recognise the suffering of the victims of
those laws. Today we acknowledge that our
predecessors got it wrong. But that is not the end of the
matter. The motion is not the end of the matter by any
means at all — because this fight will continue long
after I have left this particular battlefield. Just in case
anyone is wondering, I am not going anywhere soon.
That fight will continue, but the good news is that with
each year that passes the prejudice and the bigotry
recede further. It is our role in this house — the role of
all of us — to make sure that we can maintain the
momentum and in fact quicken the momentum with
each year that passes. I am certainly pleased to support
the take-note motion and to support the substantive
motion moved by the Premier earlier today.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is with both
pride and sadness that I rise in support of this motion
today. Male homosexuality has never been a criminal
offence in my lifetime. It was decriminalised the year
before I was born, but it still casts a shadow. These laws
would never have affected me personally — I am not
gay, and I am not a man — but these laws are a blight
on all of us, a blight on our society. We are all the
worse for their existence.
I was speaking to a friend and local Dandenong
business owner last night, and I mentioned to him that I
would be speaking on this apology in this place today.
He said to me, ‘What were we thinking back then?
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What made us as a society think that was okay?’. It is a
sign of progress and enlightenment that most in our
community feel that way. Most look back on these laws
with, if not horror, then certainly discomfort.
I was extremely proud to be at the Pride March earlier
this year when the Premier announced that this
government would be making this much-needed
apology this year. This follows the commencement in
September 2015 of the expungement scheme, enabling
those who were convicted to have their convictions
removed from the criminal record.
For people like Noel Tovey the impact of the
expungement scheme was that he would not die a
criminal. Noel Tovey — it is impossible to talk about
these matters without talking about the victims, without
talking about the people impacted by such a shameful
regime. This is a human story. Noel’s story reaches into
the heart of any feeling person. Noel was charged with
buggery at the age of 17. He made a confession because
he was told that if he did so, he could go home. It was a
lie. He did time in Pentridge and was raped by two of
the guards. He tried to commit suicide.
We have also heard the story about Tom Anderson,
who was charged with having gay sex at the age of 14,
despite the reality being that he was actually a victim of
child abuse. He carried that conviction with him
through his life and had to deal with a sense that he had
somehow done something wrong. He had not done
anything. It was, as he has recently identified, the
system that was at fault.
This morning I was watching ABC News 24 as I was
getting ready for work. They were running an interview
with Noel Tovey, and he said, ‘The apology means
finally the government is recognising homosexuals as
human beings’. For what it is worth, please let me say:
members of our LGBTI community are and always
have been human beings, and they should have always
been treated as such. More than that, you are valuable
and valued members of our community. You contribute
to all spheres of community life. You are lawyers,
doctors, artists, dancers, community workers,
parliamentarians, business leaders and change makers.
You are our brothers and sisters, our friends, our aunties
and uncles, our cousins, our colleagues, our mentors,
our parents and our heroes. You deserved respect, and
the government failed you. We should have welcomed
diversity. Instead we embraced fear and sanctioned
bigotry.
To say sorry just does not seem enough, but at the same
time it is so, so important. As we have heard, these laws
targeted homosexual men, but I have read at least one
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account of two women who were convicted of
offensive behaviour for holding hands. While I think it
is fair to say that the direct impact of these laws was
most heavily felt by homosexual men, I think it is also
fair to say that the indirect impact of these laws was felt
by the entire LGBTI community. For this reason, while
I acknowledge the impact of convictions on men
predominantly, I will target my comments to all
members of the LGBTI community, who were all
under siege from laws that promoted and encouraged
homophobic attitudes and who were all rejected cruelly
and institutionally by our society.

progress or simply do not exist. They are the reason that
a number of people in parliaments across Australia,
including in this very Parliament, would still not be
comfortable with an apology like this today. And why?
Because at some point people were scared of what they
did not understand; because they felt better about
themselves if there was an ‘other’ — and this has stuck
for some people, sadly. They have never quite got past
those attitudes, and it still causes hurt and it still causes
upset and it still gives to people — many of whom are
my friends — that sense of rejection that is just so, so
unfair.

I am so unbelievably sad for the damage these laws
caused to people who still live with the scars, and for
others who have passed away but who carried the
burden of a conviction that simply should never have
existed. These laws terrorised people — let us be in no
doubt of that. They promoted prejudice and stigmatised
innocent people for doing absolutely nothing wrong.
These laws ruined lives. People lost jobs, they were
forced to withdraw from study, they were ostracised
from family and friends, and they were tossed aside.
People killed themselves.

Today’s apology is a significant step. In Victoria in
recent times we have seen progress — expungement
and adoption equality. We have invested in
anti-bullying campaigns. We have invested in
initiatives to combat homophobia. We will build a pride
centre to showcase LGBTI history and culture and to
provide a safe space for LGBTI Victorians. Our
Premier led the Pride March; I could not be more
proud. But there is still more to be done, and for that we
need our federal leaders to show some courage. We
need them to listen, and we need them to lead. For as
long as only some of us can get married and for as long
as only some of us can have our love recognised, we
are not equal. We cannot undo the past, but we can take
responsibility for it, and we can determine that it will
not be repeated.

This apology is important for many reasons. It is
symbolic, yes, but we also hope it leads to more people
applying to have their convictions expunged. Six
applications have been approved so far, but there are
hundreds, maybe even thousands, that need to be
approved for justice to truly be served.
In thinking about my contribution today I got to
thinking about friends of mine who, while never
experiencing these laws firsthand, still experience
rejection simply by being who they are. I got to
thinking about friends who have been rejected by their
families; people who have lost friends who were quite
okay with them until they realised that they were gay;
friends who had colleagues who turned that little bit
cold after becoming aware of the person’s same-sex
attraction; and friends who live in secret, living lives
that, as the member for Oakleigh said, are just not fully
lived.
For me this apology is also for them, because it runs
deeper than what officially ended in 1981. It touches on
the attitudes that we as a government encouraged for so
long — attitudes that still infiltrate and are entrenched
in parts of our society, although they are undoubtedly
thinning. These attitudes, which for so long we as a
government endorsed, are the reason why my friends
have experienced rejection. They are the reason why
parents do not speak to children, why conversation that
used to flow easily among friends or colleagues might
not flow anymore, and why opportunities do not

I wish to thank the LGBTI activists who have fought
for this over decades, those people who have not only
put it on the agenda but also have kept it there. Progress
has been slow — we have all alluded to that. It has been
a long time since 1981 to get to this point, but their
dedication has been unwavering and their patience has
been incredible, to say the least. Noel Tovey wanted
you to be recognised as human beings — and you are
and you always have been. But you are more than that:
you are heroes to generations past and heroes to
generations to come.
I just want to reflect finally my thoughts about the
apology that took place today and the beautiful words
of the Premier and other speakers. We all in this place
know someone who is directly or indirectly impacted
by the shadow cast by these laws. I have been really
fortunate in my life. Some of my closest friends are
members of the LGBTI community, and some of my
greatest mentors in this place have been. I was very
pleased earlier to run into Paula Gerber. Paula Gerber
taught me construction law. I went on to be a
construction lawyer.
Ms Hennessy — And me contract law.
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Ms WILLIAMS — There you go; she taught the
Minister for Health contract law. She is a legend in her
own right and in many facets of her life, and to see her
with a big smile on her face, beaming, as she walked
out of the chamber earlier this afternoon was just worth
its weight in gold. Seeing the impact an apology like
this has for people who have fought for it for so long
makes me feel incredibly proud to be a part of a
government that made it happen. I commend this
take-note motion to the house.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak in
support of the motion that has been put in front of us
today and also commend those who have spoken before
me on an important motion on an important topic. The
coalition, as we have heard, is committed to respecting
and celebrating Victoria’s diverse and strong LGBTI
community, and it supports the motion today because it
is the right thing to do. The coalition has spent a
number of years working towards expunging gay sex
criminal records, starting in 2012. I recall being elected
into Parliament and sitting alongside my colleague and
friend the former member for Prahran, Clem
Newton-Brown. We were having discussions in
Parliament, and he was talking a lot about his electorate
and constituency and some of the issues and I was
talking about some of mine. It was interesting because I
had a very significant Jewish community and Clem had
a significant community with an LGBTI background.
We became known as two individuals who fought very
hard for their respective communities.
Clem actually taught me a lot about the LGBTI
community that I was unaware of, and I had the good
fortune of attending many of their events with him,
including my first pride and Midsumma Festival event.
As a Jewish boy brought up in a home in Caulfield I
would never have thought that in my life I would be out
there flying the flag as one of a number of Liberals
supporting members of the LGBTI community.
I would like to put on record that the community which
I am proud to be part of has come a long way in this
discussion. We have got a number of organisations like
JAG (Jewish and Gay) Melbourne; Aleph Melbourne,
which is an advocacy group promoting equality and
diversity; and the Jewish Lesbian Group of Victoria
organisations, which have done a number of things in
advocating for the LGBTI community. Most recently,
last year the Jewish Community Council of Victoria
for the first time accepted Keshet into the organisation.
It is a historic milestone that in the 77 years the
organisation has represented the Jewish community
it has done something as significant as ensuring that
members of the LGBTI community are properly
represented. We have had a Sabbath service in
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recent years that has been dedicated to the Jewish
community, Pride Shabbat, and more recently even
some of the conservative synagogues have followed
suit.
I am proud to see that the electorate which I represent is
very supportive, not just the Jewish community but the
broader community as well. It is very important to
promote equality, diversity and inclusion. That is why
this motion today in terms of righting the wrongs of the
past is very, very important. It is important to
acknowledge the trauma that many people have been
through over the years and to hear the likes of
individuals like Noel Tovey, who, as we heard,
published a book in 2004. The impetus from that book
then moved on to the expungement legislation and to
where we are today with this apology motion. It
demonstrates the importance of advocacy and that we
can right the wrongs of the past. It also assists us in
understanding our responsibilities here as elected
representatives, because we do not always get it right.
I think we should acknowledge that, and time moves
on, and we need to understand that we can be current in
our thinking and we can truly represent the constituents
we are elected by. One of the members who spoke
earlier mentioned the fact that it would be opportune for
other people — whether they be from government
departments, the police or others — to also be able to
offer a true apology. I noticed earlier on today that
members of Victoria Police were in the gallery. I can
only imagine the job that they had to do in carrying out
some of the legislation and being forced to arrest people
for doing none other than expressing their love to a
fellow man or woman on charges like loitering for
homosexual purposes and buggery through the 1960s
and 1970s. They were forced effectively to enforce the
law, and whereas some of those police would probably
have been from a LGBTI background themselves in no
way would they have had the opportunity to come out
and express who they were at that time.
I think it is important for us to ensure that there is
tolerance and respect for all in our community. I think
that is what this motion is largely about, but it is also
about the future as well. We must think of what we are
going to do in terms of going forward and supporting
all those in the community to feel equally respected,
equally relevant and equally able to contribute to the
great state and the great country we are in. People
mentioned earlier today the fact that Victoria has led the
way in so many different things. We heard that the
Hamer government in the 1980s was one of the first,
certainly of the large states, to decriminalise
homosexuality. Again it is important to understand
some of the background here. But we need to move on;
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we need to understand what we can do to ensure that
we have tolerance and respect in our community. We
have to celebrate all and get on and ensure that people
can feel respected and tolerated and are able to get on
with their lives and live as proud Victorians. I
commend the motion to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HENNESSY
(Minister for Health).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Police resources
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement
condemns the Andrews Labor government for its
continuing failure to acknowledge and properly
resource Victoria Police with desperately needed
frontline police at local police stations. Under the state
Labor government Victoria is in the grip of a seriously
concerning crime wave, with the crime rate over the
last 12 months up by 8.1 per cent. Gang crime is out of
control, carjackings are a daily occurrence —
Melbourne has been named the car theft capital of
Australia — and drive-by shootings are happening all
too regularly. Ice is a scourge affecting local
communities across the state, including my own
electorate of Rowville. Increasingly police resources
are being required to deal with the problems caused,
including dealing with psychotic, violent offenders who
are tying up valuable police resources with police
having to babysit them at hospital emergency
departments.
At the recent Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) hearing with the acting police
minister, Chief Commissioner Graham Ashton
confirmed under questioning by opposition members
that there will not be any relief in the near future, with
crime expected to get even worse in the coming
months. Yet what has the response been by the
Andrews Labor government? Frontline police numbers
at police stations have been cut, police stations have
been closed or their hours reduced and laws have been
weakened to give criminals more rights than victims.
This was confirmed at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearing by the Acting Minister
for Police, who advised that continued funding was
supported in writing by former acting chief
commissioner Tim Cartwright in 2015.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Edwards) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
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Trevor Sinclair
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — Recently I attended
the Trevor Sinclair memorial tree planting along with
the member for Niddrie. Trevor was a Labor Party
stalwart and a former councillor and mayor of the City
of Moonee Valley. I commend the member for Niddrie
on suggesting a permanent memorial to Trevor’s
memory, and I would like to thank the City of Moonee
Valley for ensuring that this wonderful suggestion
became a lasting tribute to a man who was a lion of the
Labor Party and the labour movement and a wonderful
member of our community.

Farnham Street Neighbourhood Learning
Centre
Mr PEARSON — I was also delighted to recently
attend a lunch at Farnham Street Neighbourhood
Learning Centre as part of the Neighbourhood House
Week 2016 celebrations. The lunch was a wonderful
event, with members of the local community coming
together to recognise the wonderful role that Farnham
Street has played in our community over the course of
the last 30 years. Once again I would like to thank
Cathy Connop, who has run Farnham Street for many
years, for her tireless dedication to this wonderful
community asset.

Jim Cusack
Mr PEARSON — Finally, Ascot Vale recently
welcomed home Cr Jim Cusack from his visit to Ireland
as part of the centenary of the Easter Uprising. Jim was
a member of the delegation that recognised the
contribution that Irish patriots such as Tone, Pearse and
Connolly made in striking a blow against English
imperialism and which led to the collapse of the British
Empire and the rise of the Irish Free State and the
Republic of Ireland. Jim has been a passionate member
of our community. He is a proud Australian Irishman,
and it was wonderful that he was provided with this
opportunity to make this lasting contribution,
recognising the contribution made by these brave Irish
patriots in doing what they believed to be right and
laying the foundation for the Irish Republic.

Footmen Foundation
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — Tonight sees the
celebration of the Footmen Foundation’s
40th anniversary at the Karralyka Centre in Ringwood
East. It is not often you hear of a local not-for-profit
charity managing to continue for 40 years. When the
Footmen Foundation was first formed in 1976, its
financial aim was to raise funds to purchase goods and
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distribute them to disadvantaged people in the local
area. Now, 40 years on, Footmen continues through a
group of men and women from diverse backgrounds to
form the Footmen Foundation, jointly organising
annual fundraising events in supporting the needs of
local individuals and charities. In 1976 Wal Elms
played a vital role in the formation of Footmen. He
instigated a monthly luncheon with a celebrity guest
speaker and had his personal assistant canvass local
business owners and community leaders to attend. The
luncheons proved most successful and also provided an
excellent networking forum. Soon other activities such
as a golf day were planned.
When the Footmen Foundation was formed, its
financial aim was to raise funds and distribute them to
disadvantaged people in the local area. Forty years on,
today the Footmen Foundation is administered by a
local board of volunteers who organise three special
fundraising events each year which raise approximately
$30 000. As in the beginning, it is the local businesses
that provide sponsorship and donations that determine
the success of these events, as do the many Friends of
Footmen who attend and participate. Recent donations
have provided $5000 to a local agency for family
emergency relief support, $4000 to an agency for
homelessness support, $1000 for Christmas food
vouchers, $1700 for club jackets for an all-abilities
sports club, $5000 in top-up funds to enable individuals
to secure mobility aids and $1000 for palliative care. I
congratulate the many former committee members,
Friends of Footmen together with past and present
sponsors on its 40 years.

Wedge–Frankston-Dandenong roads, Carrum
Downs
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — Last Wednesday the
lights at the intersection of Wedge Road and
Frankston-Dandenong Road in Carrum Downs were
switched on for the first time. I think it is fair to say that
I am pretty excited about this and the real benefits it
will bring to my local community in Carrum Downs.
This intersection has been a nightmare for locals for
years. More than 23 accidents, 8 of them serious, have
occurred there in the last five years alone. Prior to the
2010 election, Labor made a commitment to the local
community to upgrade the intersection. But for three
successive budgets the state Liberal government
refused to do anything. Well, now it is finished. All
along, Labor stood firm on this issue. We campaigned
for the intersection upgrade for years, and what a huge
collaborative effort it was.
I would especially like to acknowledge the member for
Cranbourne, who collected more than 1100 signatures
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calling for the upgrade; Lee Tarlamis, a former Labor
upper house member for the South-Eastern
Metropolitan region; members of the Shri Shiva Vishnu
Temple, who also fed and blessed the workers during
the construction phase; and all community members
who fought and fought and never gave up, including
Bhisam Maharaj, Pandit Patil, Shirly Charan, Shannon
Charan, Ramesh n Suman, Jai n Satya Sharma, Shushil
Mohini, Chandra, Prakash Naido and John Kumar.
Thank you for your strong and committed advocacy on
behalf of the Carrum Downs local community. And
thank you also to VicRoads and the more than
300 workers and contractors who worked on site and
helped bring about this life-saving project. Local
residents, including so many families leaving the local
sports grounds at the Carrum Downs recreation reserve,
can now travel safely through this intersection. This is a
fantastic achievement for the Carrum Downs local
community — a job well done to all!

Dairy industry
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — The decision by
milk companies to cut milk prices without prior
warning has caused significant financial distress to
thousands of farmers across Victoria, including in my
electorate of Gippsland East. My electorate has a large
number of dairy farmers in the Macalister irrigation
district, around Orbost and sprinkled throughout other
locations. Having spoken to a number of farmers, I note
there are a range of emotions, from anger and
disappointment to even some optimism from some who
are already looking forward to the market again
increasing. One situation that has assisted many farmers
in my region has been the generally good season, but
make no mistake, the short-term road ahead will be a
bumpy one.
Both federal and state governments have made
announcements of support, and this Thursday we will
have a public forum in Maffra where assistance
measures will be outlined. Governments must continue
to explore ways to support our farmers, not just in times
of challenge and crisis but at all times. Farmers are the
backbone of our economy in many areas. While the
recent problems have not been caused by governments
or consumers, as domestic demand remains strong, it
has been pleasing to see the campaigns in support of
our farming sector, something we all should do as a
matter of course.

National disability insurance scheme
Mr T. BULL — With the rollout of the national
disability insurance scheme to take place in various
locations over the next four years and commencing in a
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few weeks, concerns are being raised about the number
of information sessions. Having attended meetings of
carer groups such as in the Latrobe Valley, where I was
joined by the member for Morwell, it is clear that there
is a high level of uncertainty amongst families caring
for loved ones. The minister needs to listen to these
concerns from the disability sector and ensure
communities are better informed when the national
disability insurance scheme is rolled out. This includes
telling families caring for those with disability when
and where consultation sessions will be held.

Malmsbury Primary School
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — Congratulations to
Malmsbury Primary School’s school captains Elizabeth
and Jack and to junior school captains Maggie and
Flynn, Rosie and Murphy, Izzy and Oliver, and Bella
and Riley. It was my pleasure to attend your school
assembly and present you with your leadership badges.
Malmsbury’s three houses are named after prominent
Australians, researched and nominated by the students
themselves; they duly honour Caroline Chisholm,
Cathy Freeman and Fred Hollows. Congratulations to
house captains Frankie and Shaylee, Tahlia and
Maddie, and Isabel and Conor. It is fantastic to see
schools like Malmsbury encouraging and supporting
students to take on positions of responsibility and to
develop skills that will stand them in good stead
throughout their lives.
I also received an impassioned plea from students
Natalie Bennington and Molly Hoyne to encourage
members of this place to take action on global
warming. I can assure Natalie and Molly that on this
side of the house we take climate change very
seriously, and I look forward to working with the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
to show the leadership this country so desperately needs
to secure a healthy future for our people and planet.

Tuesday, 24 May 2016

Mark Chin
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Happy birthday to one
of our local State Emergency Service (SES) volunteers.
I know in the past I have not done happy birthdays for
individuals in my electorate, but Mark Chin is very
special. Mark is an SES volunteer, and in Victoria we
all love our volunteers. We love them because when
things in our lives or community go bad, we often rely
on the volunteers to be there for us. Volunteers in the
Dandenong Ranges wear yellow, orange, red, green and
many other colours, yet under this uniform they are
mums, dads, local shop owners and local mechanics.
Mark has gone above the call of duty. He spent his
69th birthday out searching with about 35 other local
SES volunteers, 8 other SES units, 13 Country Fire
Authority volunteer brigades and the Victoria Police.
They were searching for missing Monbulk mum Fiona
Hawker. Today I join the Leader of the Opposition and
the coalition parties in thanking all volunteers, and I
assure the entire house and all Victorians that if Mark
had been at home blowing out candles on his birthday
cake, he would have wished for a better outcome of this
search.
The SES does a fantastic job whenever required. I think
all in this house support the work volunteers do, and it
goes without saying the financial burden saved for all
Victorians by people who donate their time is
outstanding. The government must support these
volunteers with safe facilities and a safe work
environment and equipment to perform their role. I will
meet with the Emerald unit again shortly to discuss this
and ensure it has plans for a strong and vibrant future,
and — I will be honest — I may even share a beer with
Mark to help celebrate his birthday and thank him for
volunteering for Victoria on the day of his
69th birthday.

Yuroke Youth Advisory Council
Kyneton Secondary College
Ms THOMAS — Congratulations to the Pride Crew
from Kyneton Secondary College. I was delighted to
join 19 students from the Pride Crew, a group of
LGBTI students and allies, at the International Day
Against Homophobia and Transphobia flag raising at
the Kyneton Mechanics Institute hall. The leadership
shown by these young people in our small country town
is truly inspiring. Congratulations also to Cobaw
Community Health, Macedon Ranges Shire Council,
Zonta Club of Kyneton and Kyneton police for
affirming the rights of young people to be safe and to
be themselves.

Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — Last week I had the
pleasure of welcoming new and returning members of
the Yuroke Youth Advisory Council for the first
meeting of 2016. I established the council last year to
give local youth the opportunity to learn more about
government and act as a voice for their peers. At this
meeting members nominated by secondary schools
across the electorate provided detailed and considered
analysis of what they feel are the biggest issues
concerning young people in our local community.
These included mental health, substance abuse, graffiti,
poor behaviour on our roads and various forms of
violence, including family violence. With increasing
advocacy on violence prevention through initiatives
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such as White Ribbon Day, council members decided
this year to work towards raising further awareness at a
local level and supporting change in community
attitudes. I look forward to working with the council
throughout 2016, and I hope all participants find it a
valuable experience.

Dez Hargreaves
Ms SPENCE — I also note with sadness the passing
of my friend Dez Hargreaves. Dez was a long-time
board member and former vice-president of the
Tasmanian Council on AIDS, Hepatitis & Related
Diseases, known as tasCAHRD, until 2015. It was
always a pleasure, although never really optional, to
assist Dez with red ribbon sales during AIDS
Awareness Week to support the Andrew Shaw
Foundation. Dez was committed to tasCAHRD and its
objectives. His illness took its toll on him physically
and emotionally, yet he was great at making me laugh
when I was having a rough time — and I hope I did the
same for him. He would have been thrilled with today’s
apology, and he will be sadly missed.

Former Minister for Industry
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — The Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) hearings
really did show those on this side of the house, and
indeed all who listened, exactly how little Labor
ministers are across their portfolio responsibilities.
Special mention should go to the member for Mill Park,
formerly the Minister for Industry. It is an extraordinary
situation that the member for Williamstown, who took
over the portfolio just yesterday, probably knows as
much about the portfolio in 24 hours as the former
minister does, given her performance in PAEC.
With tens of millions of dollars worth of funds at her
disposal through the Future Industries Fund and a range
of other funding sources, the minister was completely
unable to say where funds had gone, who had been or
would be funded and under what criteria those funds
would be paid out. She even denied responsibility for
one of her industry funds even though it formed part of
her opening presentation to PAEC last year. Worse still,
when asked about what output measures these industry
funds had, rather than talk about commercial
investment or jobs growth, she said that the funding
was to make vulnerable communities feel safe and to
give them hope. It is very clear that what is supposed to
be multimillion-dollar support to industry is actually
Labor slush funds to be used for favours and to buy
photo opportunities.
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Because the former minister was unable to articulate
any reasonable or expected measure of success for
payment, I will be referring the operation, payments
and funding criteria of the funds in the industry
portfolio to the Auditor-General for investigation. It is
unreasonable that these taxpayer dollars should be used
in such a frivolous way, with no checks or balances.
The minister’s testimony at PAEC shows that she is
either utterly ignorant or trying desperately to hide the
facts. It is right and proper that an independent
investigation determine which it is.

Bendigo tourism plan
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I was pleased
to launch the Bendigo Region Destination Management
Plan on 6 May. The Victorian government is proud to
have committed $95 000 to support the completion of
this project. This government recognises that tourism is
a major economic driver for regional Victoria. In
2013–14 the tourism industry contributed an estimated
$1.1 billion to the goldfields economy and employed
approximately 12 100 people. I am very pleased that
the Andrews Labor government’s budget has
committed $101 million to the Regional Tourism
Infrastructure Fund. This initiative will boost jobs and
employment in the regional tourism sector by
enhancing visitor experiences and increasing visitor
nights and regional tourism yield.
I congratulate Bendigo Tourism, represented by officers
from the City of Greater Bendigo, the Mount Alexander
shire, the Central Goldfields shire and the Loddon Shire
Council, which partnered to develop the destination
management plan, for their commitment and success in
putting this plan together. The plan is the outcome of a
strong partnership between these four local
governments, and the strength of this collaboration is
reflected in the quality of the plan. It recognises that our
region has a number of existing and emerging strengths
that will shape the future of tourism for many years to
come.
Regional Victoria has something for everyone and the
best of everything. That is why Victorians, other
Australians and travellers from right around the world
love travelling to the central Victoria region. The plan
also recognises emerging markets, such as cycling,
which is showing great promise for future development
and existing infrastructure. Arts and cultural tourism,
gold rush heritage, and food and wine tourism are
primary strengths of the region and important parts of
the region’s character.
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Onshore gas

Level crossings

Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — The community is
still waiting for the Andrews government to make a
decision on whether or not to open up Victoria to the
toxic onshore gas industry, and so today I rise to speak
in favour of a permanent ban on onshore gas. I would
also like to welcome the new Minister for Resources
and urge him to make this his very first priority.

Mr STAIKOS — It has been a year since the
Andrews government signed the contracts to remove
the Bentleigh, McKinnon and Ormond level crossings
as promised at the 2014 election. The job is nearly
done. On 24 June the 37-day construction period will
commence. During this time 1000 workers will be on
site 24/7 removing 250 000 cubic metres of soil —
enough to fill the MCG — and laying the tracks. When
the line is reopened on 1 August the boom gates will be
gone forever. The Andrews government is removing 50
of our worst level crossings to ease congestion, run
more trains and get Victorians home safer and sooner.

The campaign against onshore gas has been nothing
short of extraordinary. People from all walks of life
have come together to protect their land and water, to
protest the industrialisation of our landscape and to lock
the gate to fossil fuel companies. I extend my heartfelt
thanks to all the gas field-free towns and all the
community members who have helped to build this
resistance movement. Fundamentally this campaign is
about democracy in its purest form. Even if we leave
aside the chorus of experts saying that onshore gas in
Victoria is a bad idea, which it is, the people of
Victoria, particularly regional Victoria, have said,
resoundingly, no.
I want to remind the Andrews Labor government of
what a significant decision this is. To ignore the
community’s calls for a ban on onshore gas would be to
betray the Victorians it was elected to govern. I
sincerely hope the community will soon be rewarded
with a permanent ban on onshore gas, and I will keep
standing alongside them until they are.

St Kilda women’s football team
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — Yesterday I joined
the principal and students of East Bentleigh Primary
School in support of #TeamAngelica — the St Kilda
Football Club’s campaign for a team in the AFL’s
national women’s league commencing in 2017. Female
participation in Australian football has grown by 42 per
cent in the inner south-east over the last four years. Our
young aspiring female footballers will have
state-of-the-art facilities at Moorabbin Reserve thanks
to the Andrews government, the City of Kingston,
St Kilda, the AFL, the Southern Football Netball
League and the Southern Metro Junior Football
League. This is why St Kilda has a compelling case for
fielding a team in the female league. Importantly, this
team will be based in Moorabbin. The redeveloped
Moorabbin Reserve will be the home of football in my
electorate, accommodating the sport at all levels from
Auskick to elite. It will be a place where juniors will be
sharing facilities with their sporting heroes, including
Nick Riewoldt and hopefully a new female Saints team.

Morwell electorate registered training
organisations
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Acting Speaker, I hope
you like the suit.
I rise today to highlight concerns conveyed to me by
local students and staff following the closure of a
number of local registered training organisations
(RTOs). The closure of these RTOs without prior
warning has left a sour taste in the mouths of those
impacted. What has also left a sour taste is the fact that
the Andrews government has offered little or no
information or support to affected students and staff.
This is despite the government surely knowing these
RTOs would close their doors.
There are still genuine outstanding concerns and
questions from the students and staff, including where a
course has not been completed, will the students’
completed training modules be recognised by another
local provider and will additional costs apply to the
students? Where a student has paid up-front fees and
has not yet commenced their course, will they be able
to train with another local provider without additional
cost or be reimbursed? How are staff being supported to
ensure they receive their entitlements, and what
measures are in place for staff to find alternative
employment?
Just last evening I received an email from Michelle and
a number of other students who were studying a dual
certificate III in aged-care work and home and
community care at TBM Training, Morwell. These
students were just days away from completing their
courses, and the distress in their letter is obvious. I
know these students have written to a number of local
representatives seeking support and direction as to how
and where they can complete their courses, but
unfortunately, despite representation to the minister, at
this point in time the Andrews government has sat on
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its hands whilst students and staff wait in absolute
limbo.

Kismet Park Primary School
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — Last week was a terrific
one in the Sunbury electorate. On Wednesday I was
thrilled to join the Premier and the federal member for
McEwen, Rob Mitchell, at Kismet Park Primary School
to discuss plans for our $700 000 budget upgrade.
Students and staff at Kismet Park primary work their
hardest to be the best they can be. The Premier, Rob
and I were thrilled to be able to help Kismet students
and staff to do this by ensuring this commitment, which
will see new buildings and new facilities as we build
the education state. In contrast the Turnbull federal
Liberal government plans to cut millions from schools
by not funding the final two years of Gonski. Since
coming to office we have invested over $16 million in
education in Sunbury.

Greek Senior Citizens Club of Gladstone Park
and Tullamarine
Mr J. BULL — On Wednesday I also joined the
Greek Senior Citizens Club of Gladstone Park and
Tullamarine for lunch and a discussion about local
issues affecting this group. The club was established in
1998 to bring together individuals of Greek background
to promote socialisation and good health and maintain
their social identity and cultural heritage. Group
activities are organised each Wednesday from
10.00 a.m. to 4.00 p.m. in Gladstone Park. This is a
great club full of great people.

Sunbury electorate small business
Mr J. BULL — On Thursday I had the great
pleasure of joining the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade to host a small business dinner.
This was a terrific night, with great conversation about
the hugely important role small business plays in our
community and the wonderful opportunities it provides.
Small business owners had the chance to discuss
pressing matters with the minister over a delicious
dinner at Vic’s Sunbury. I know the minister is
committed to ensuring small business thrives and grows
so that the job opportunities keep flowing and the local
economy keeps ticking along.

Victoria-Jiangsu business placement program
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I would like to
congratulate the Victorian Chamber of Commerce and
Industry (VCCI), formerly known as the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry, on its
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work running the Victoria-Jiangsu business placement
program. As many members in this house would know,
Victoria and Jiangsu have had a sister-state relationship
since 1979, and after seeing the success of the Hamer
Scholarship program — which is where scholarships
are awarded to young people to study at a university,
based in Jiangsu usually, to immerse themselves in
Chinese language and culture — VCCI decided to
establish its own version of this program as a business
program. This program is delivered with the Jiangsu
Federation of Industry and Commerce and originally
the program was supported by the Victorian
government.
I would urge the current government, given there is
money in the budget, to reconsider supporting this
valuable business exchange program. The
2016 program ran from 5 to 17 May. It is a business
immersion program where businesses are partnered
with a business in Jiangsu Province. There will be a
reciprocal program with Jiangsu businesses being
trained and hosted in Melbourne later this year. It is an
outstanding program. There are significant
opportunities for our businesses in China, and I
congratulate the Victorian Chamber of Commerce and
Industry not only for the resources but also for the
effort it has placed into this program to ensure that
Victorian businesses maximise our opportunities in
China.

St Albans level crossings
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — I rise to update the
house on the progress of the removal of the dangerous
level crossings at Main Road and Furlong Road. This
past week saw an exciting milestone for the new
St Albans railway station. Seventeen concrete beams
weighing 22 tonnes each were installed to construct the
new deck at the station, bringing the project one step
closer to its completion date next year.
Just last month the works at Furlong Road saw
10 000 cubic metres of rock and soil excavated,
28 bridge beams installed for the new Ginifer railway
station and 460 cubic metres of concrete poured at
Furlong Road bridge. I would also like to thank the
workmen on the site for their continued efforts to
remove these dangerous level crossings as quickly as
possible.
I would also like to commend and thank the stakeholder
liaison group, in particular Dianne Dejanovic. We have
been meeting regularly over the past few months to
discuss the ongoing progress of the works to remove
the Main Road and Furlong Road level crossings. I am
pleased to report that we have confirmed that there will
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be a memorial plaque and a garden bed placed at both
Main Road and Furlong Road to respectfully honour
the lives that were tragically lost because of these
dangerous level crossings. The people of St Albans
unfortunately know this danger too well, and this is the
reason why the Andrews Labor government is
removing both of these dangerous level crossings.

Police resources
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — In relation to the
address-in-reply of the now Minister for Police in 2015,
she said that the former government had closed police
stations and that the former government was in charge
of rostering hours at police stations in her community.
The Minister for Police said in her contribution in the
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015 that she was
committing ‘extra police to ensure that we can reopen
stations that the previous government closed’.
Now, this means that the police minister either believes
that the opening and closing as well as the resourcing in
terms of rostering hours is up to the government. The
former Minister for Police said that he would not force
closure of police stations against the wishes of the
community. The Acting Minister for Police said that
this was an operational matter for police command, and
now we have the newly appointed police minister who
said only last year that in government she can control
the opening of her police stations with increased
numbers. So I ask: who is right — the former minister,
the acting minister or the now police minister?
So taking the police minister at her word in 2015 at the
address-in-reply, the government has therefore now
closed Nunawading police station. There was no
community discussion, no community consultation, no
notification, just a sign on the door greeting everyone
that says ‘Closed’. Like the police minister’s
commitment to her own electorate, will she now
commit extra police to ensure this police station opens
and, if not, will she have the decency to tell the
community?

Recognition of Service to Victorian Education
awards
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise today to put on
record my constituents’ and my continuing appreciation
of our educators in the Yan Yean electorate, in
particular those teachers and support staff who have
worked over decades in our education system. These
dedicated men and women not only help educate our
children but provide guidance and wisdom on a daily
basis to our kids and in many circumstances over years
of a student’s life.
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We all have fond memories of a very special teacher
who has made a difference in our lives or those of our
children. I was so proud that among the teachers and
support staff recognised across Victoria last week at the
Recognition of Service to Victorian Education awards
education staff in my electorate were part of this
recognition. They are Des Chapman from Laurimar
Primary School, a fabulous school in Doreen, and the
recently retired and effervescent Bente Stock, who was
the principal at Whittlesea Primary School. Both these
people have clocked up 40 years of service.
Recognised from schools that were in the previous
boundaries of the Yan Yean electorate were Brendan
White, principal of the magnificent Diamond Valley
Special Developmental School for 45 amazing years,
and Pauline Kubat, the founding principal of the now
enormous Epping Views Primary School. The
Recognition of Service to Victorian Education awards
acknowledge the dedication and hard work of these
teachers and staff, and we are really privileged in the
Yan Yean electorate to have had these great teachers.

Glen Waverley Soccer Club
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I wish to congratulate
the Glen Waverley Soccer Club on its recent success in
being awarded the Sir John Monash Award for the City
of Monash in the Active Monash Award category. I
was pleased to join club president Ari Syngeniotis and
club secretary Maz Romandini in celebrating this award
at the council’s presentation night. The Glen Waverley
Soccer Club has been operating since 1980 and now
has hundreds of players playing across numerous teams
in various age groups. I congratulate the committee,
coaches, members and other volunteers involved in the
Glen Waverley Soccer Club on the great work they are
doing in the community and on receiving this
well-deserved award.

Crossway LifeCare
Mr ANGUS — I recently had the pleasure of
attending the annual Crossway LifeCare ball. It was a
great night to celebrate the work being undertaken by
the team at LifeCare, to hear from people who have
been assisted by the LifeCare team, as well as to raise
much-needed funds to assist with the ongoing work. I
congratulate Gail Thannhauser, Crossway LifeCare
chief operating officer, and her team of both staff and
volunteers who work so hard to assist members of our
community, many of whom are facing very challenging
circumstances. I also thank Pastor Dale Stephenson and
the board and members of Crossway Baptist Church in
my electorate of Forest Hill who support and facilitate
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the great work being done by Crossway LifeCare in our
community.

Monash citizenship ceremony
Mr ANGUS — I recently had the privilege of
attending and speaking at a citizenship ceremony
conducted by the City of Monash. With over
350 candidates it was a night of great excitement and
celebration, and it was a pleasure to meet each of the
candidates after they received their citizenship
certificates. With the new citizens coming from
numerous countries around the world and bringing their
diverse cultural backgrounds, it is easy to see the
benefit to the broader community of our very
multicultural society.

Nunawading Swimming Club
Mr ANGUS — I was pleased recently to attend the
Nunawading Swimming Club annual presentation
night. It was another spectacular night and a time of
great celebration for club members and associates. I
congratulate all the award winners, together with the
swimmers, coaches, staff and numerous volunteers who
all work so hard to keep the club running.

Kingston citizenship ceremony
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — Recently I
had the great pleasure, like so many members of this
house, to attend a local citizenship ceremony at the City
of Kingston. One thing that gives us great pleasure as
elected members of Parliament is to welcome the new
Australian citizens. On that occasion the City of
Kingston welcomed 203 new citizens. What is
disappointing though is that the federal Minister for
Immigration, Peter Dutton, made some terrible and
divisive comments about refugees, showing a division
and segregation in our community that is just absolutely
deplorable.
Since the citizenship act came into effect in 1949 we
have had close to 5 million people become Australian
citizens. There is a reason Melbourne is the most
livable city. There is a reason that we are a harmonious,
inclusive, democratic and free society, and those are the
values that are underpinned by so many in our
community.
Mr Dutton’s comments have no place in Australia, let
alone Victoria, and I join with other people in
condemning those comments, because in the City of
Kingston we have over 150 nationalities and over
120 languages. It could not be a better place, and
refugees are part of that story.
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PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That under standing order 171, this house requires the
government to produce to the house documents relating to the
Vertigan independent review of state finances provided to the
government in 2011 by 5.00 pm on Monday, 23 May 2016.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
submit that this motion is defunct and therefore out of
order. It requires the production of documents by
Monday, 23 May, which is a date that has passed. I do
not believe this house can wind back the clock. I
believe this motion is completely incapable of being
delivered on. It is past its use-by date and therefore is
not able to be moved. I further submit that if you have
any doubt about that, Acting Speaker, it would be
appropriate for you to recall the Speaker to consider the
matter. I think it is clear that the motion is out of order.
Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I am entirely comfortable for you to rule on
this matter or to confer with the Speaker. I think the
point of order raised by the manager of opposition
business exposes everything about this issue. The very
next words that I was going to say in terms of the
debate was to move the amendment to this motion that
because — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — When the chaps opposite come
down, we can continue. We recognise that the date of
this motion has indeed passed because the requirements
have not been met, but we need to amend this motion.
Indeed that is what I was going to do in putting the
motion. I do not think it makes the motion defunct. I
think it is entirely appropriate that we have the
opportunity to debate the motion, which I was about to
amend, and to go to the issue of substance, because that
is what this point of order is about. This point of order
is actually about avoiding the scrutiny of the substance
of the matter, which speaks to the release of the
Vertigan report. That is the substance of the issue that
opposition members are trying to squirm their way out
of dealing with today, and I would ask you to rule the
point of order out of order.
Mr Pesutto — Further on the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I support the point of order raised by the
manager of opposition business. It is pretty clear as I
read the standing orders that if you amend a motion in
any way other than a slight manner, it requires at least
one day’s notice. For assistance, Rulings from the
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Chair, at page 133, notes that the practice of the house
does allow for a very slight amendment. It states:
The Speaker allowed a minister to move a motion on notice
in an amended form where there was only a slight difference
in language [changed from ‘report to Parliament annually of
ministers’ to ‘ … to ministers’].

This is a substantive change because it relates to the
date of the motion, so that ruling combined with — if I
am not mistaken — standing order 140 makes it pretty
clear that you need at least a day’s notice.
I feel for the manager of government business; she has
had a lot on her plate. The Premier did recognise this,
but he should have given management of the house to
somebody else. We need a new, fresh motion. This
obviously is a bit of a shemozzle. We are not ducking a
debate on the motion; in fact we relish a debate on this
if the government wants to bring it on, but those
opposite must get their work right. I think the manager
of government business has a bit too much on her plate.
Mr Pakula — Further on the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the minister is well within her rights to seek to
amend her own motion, and if those opposite were
correct, it would be open to them to simply allow a date
to pass to avoid the scrutiny of the house. It is not at all
uncommon when a date is to pass and documents have
not yet been provided for an amendment to be made to
extend that date, and that is all that the Leader of the
House is doing by virtue of the amendment that she
proposes to move in this place today.
Mr M. O’Brien — Further on the point of order,
Acting Speaker, I refer to Erskine May’s Parliamentary
Practice, 24th edition, page 395, headed ‘Change of
terms of notices of motion’. It states:
Modification of the terms of a notice of motion standing upon
the notice paper is permitted, if the amended notice does not
exceed the scope of the original notice and the Speaker
decides that it is proper for the motion to be moved in the
altered form. If a motion is proposed which differs materially
from the terms of the one of which notice has been given, it
can be made only with the consent of the house, or after a
new notice has been given.

On the basis of Erskine May, it turns on whether the
amended notice exceeds the scope of the original
notice. It clearly exceeds the scope of the original
notice because the date for compliance has passed. It is
a defunct motion. It is dead. It has ceased to be. It is a
stiff. If she had not nailed it to the perch, it would be
pushing up the daisies. This is an ex-notice. It is a dead
notice.
The Leader of the House has missed her chance. She
and other ministers turned up in this place day after day
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after day in previous sitting weeks, and when this notice
came up, they moved that it not be considered now but
remain on the paper. The government has had the
opportunity to debate this motion. It declined to do so
and now, having had the motion become defunct, is
seeking to raise something from the dead.
This is a zombie motion, and not only is it a zombie
motion but it clearly is inconsistent with the standing
orders of this place and clearly inconsistent with
Erskine May. This is a motion which cannot continue.
The minister should just accept that she has missed the
boat and put another motion on the notice paper if she
wishes to do so, but she cannot revive this zombie
motion in accordance with the standing orders.
Mr Brooks — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
you know those opposite are a bit worried about a
motion when they crank out the old Erskine May and
bring out the quasi-judicial experts on the other side of
the house. I will give those opposite a tip. To see if a
motion is dead or alive, you just have to look at the
notice paper. Look no further than the notice paper, and
the notice of motion sits on the notice paper for this
place. I know that members on this side of the house
would love the opportunity to vote on this particular
motion. What we see on the other side of the house is
people trying to stymie debate and stymie a vote on this
motion, which I would like the opportunity to debate
and vote on and not see those opposite take silly points
of order to try and shut down debate on this important
issue. We know those opposite do not want the
Vertigan report to see the light of day. Let us get on
with it. I want to see it.
Mr Walsh — I rise to support the point of order
raised by the manager of opposition business and the
subsequent speakers. Can I point out to the member for
Bundoora that we actually have rules under which we
operate. It is not a free-for-all union meeting like he
runs. It is about actually having rules of Parliament so
that things can be done properly. We do have rules for a
reason, we do have Erskine May for a reason. It is not a
derogatory thing to actually bring him out and read the
rules.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Walsh — It might be for you guys, but it is not
for those that do things properly. Very clearly, if those
opposite want to debate this, they should have talked to
the manager of government business before 5 o’clock
yesterday so it could actually be debated, because the
manager of government business has failed them, I am
afraid. This motion has lapsed, because the time has
gone.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Walsh — Do not start ranting and raving in this
place about what should or should not happen. It is the
manager of government business who has failed you if
you wanted an opportunity to talk on this motion. I
support what the manager of opposition business and
other speakers have said: this motion is defunct. As of
5 o’clock yesterday it is defunct.
Can I also bring you, Acting Speaker, back to the point
that the manager of opposition business raised? He
asked if you would like to bring the Speaker in to rule
on this. That might be an appropriate thing to do,
because this is a very, very serious issue. Casting no
aspersions on your capability, we have a Speaker for
situations like this. I think it would be important that the
Speaker is brought back into the chamber — —
Ms ALLAN — Our Acting Speaker is more than
capable. He’s fine.
Mr Walsh — Are you getting the Speaker?
Ms ALLAN — No. Keep going. You don’t need to
counsel whoever is sitting in the chair. Just keep going.
Mr Walsh — All right. I did not; I am just saying
that I am not doing that. I think it is appropriate for the
Speaker to come back in to actually rule on this
particular point of order, because it is a major issue.
Obviously some on the other side do not think the rules
actually mean anything; they do not think that Erskine
May actually means anything in this particular issue, so
I would look for a response as to whether the Speaker is
going to come back in before I finish. I was looking for
a response.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
I have consulted with the Clerk. There is no point of
order. The Leader of the House is moving her motion
and she is seeking to amend it, which as I understand it
is within the customs of this house.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Ms ALLAN — You do not think we might have
checked this out beforehand? Seriously? We are not as
shambolic as you lot were, I tell you. We are not as
shambolic as you lot were, that is for sure. I am very
pleased to move:
That under standing order 171, this house requires the
government to produce to the house documents relating to the
Vertigan independent review of state finances provided to the
government in 2011 by 5.00 p.m. on Monday, 23 May 2016.
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I would like to circulate to the house, which I was about
to do before the points of order were raised, an
amendment to the motion that I would like to move. I
further move:
That the expression after ‘5.00 p.m.’ be omitted with the view
of inserting in its place the expression ‘on Monday, 6 June
2016’.

I am happy if members wish to wait and have that
amendment circulated, or I am also happy to move
straight on.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I refer the house again to Erskine May¸
24th edition 24, page 395:
Modification of the terms of a notice of motion standing upon
the notice paper is permitted, if the amended notice does not
exceed the scope of the original notice …

That is the first requirement. The proposed amendment
clearly exceeds the scope of the original notice because
it extends the time. This is exceeding the terms of the
original notice. It is not winding them back; it is
exceeding them. On the basis of Erskine May, this
amendment is out of order and should be ruled as such.
And then further:
… and the Speaker decides that it is proper for the motion to
be moved in the altered form.

Acting Speaker, I would submit to you that this
proposed amendment also fails the second limb of the
test established by Erskine May because it is not proper
to be moved in the altered form. This is a motion which
as of 5 o’clock yesterday was defunct. It is not
appropriate for the Leader of the House to now seek to
revive something which was defunct — something
which when it was first on the notice paper could have
been debated and there was a significant period of time
for it to be considered and the government failed to take
that opportunity. To now come in and say that the
motion had effectively expired because the time for
compliance had expired but then try and revive it is not
appropriate.
The first limb of the test is: does this exceed the scope
of the original? Clearly it does. It is also not appropriate
to be moved in the altered form. On both limbs of the
test in Erskine May the proposed amendment should be
rejected as being out of order.
This is a serious issue. This relates to the standing
orders of this house, to Rulings from the Chair of this
house and to Erskine May. I believe this is something
which should be the subject of a written ruling by the
Speaker, because if you intend to overturn the
precedents not just of this house but also of the House
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of Commons, I think we deserve something substantive
in relation to your ruling. This is a ruling that it would
be more appropriate for the Speaker to make. Given the
contested matters before the Chair at the moment and
the clear precedents from Erskine May, this is a matter
which should be referred to the Speaker himself.
Mr Pakula — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
my learned friend is having a — —
Mr Pesutto interjected.
Mr Pakula — Sorry! My learned friend is having a
bit of a carry-on. He is trying to assert, without any
evidence to back it up, that the ruling that you have
already made on this point of order, which is identical
to the last point of order, somehow defies both the
standing orders and Erskine May. I would suggest to
you two things.
The member talks about the first limb, about whether
this amendment expands on or exceeds the original
motion. I would suggest to you, Acting Speaker, that
changing the date is not exceeding the original motion
at all. All it is changing is a date. Exceeding would be
introducing new subject matter, broadening the terms
and things of that nature.
Then in reliance on the second limb, as the member for
Malvern calls it, he goes back to the first limb and says,
‘And because I think you should agree with me about
the first limb, therefore it should be defunct’. He then
tries to assert that in fact what is going on here is that
there is a wholesale rejection of hundreds of years of
history, standing orders and Erskine May, whereas in
fact all that has actually happened is that you, Acting
Speaker, on advice from the clerks, have reached a
different conclusion to the member for Malvern about
what ‘exceeding the original motion’ means. There is
no defiance of Erskine May or the standing orders. It is
simply the case that when the member for Malvern
contends that the original motion has now been
expanded upon or exceeded, he is just not correct.
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Acting Speaker, to support the member for Hawthorn’s
point of order that this motion is gone.
Mr Pesutto — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, further to the comments of the member for
Malvern, the standing orders make it pretty clear that
there is a process for the amendment of a notice of
motion. That is not done under standing order 171. You
actually effect and bring into operation standing
order 171 through standing order 140, which allows for
notices of motion. Standing order 140(3) allows for an
amendment of a notice of motion, but it provides that
where the member wants to do so:
The member may alter the notice by giving the Clerk an
amended notice at least one day before the day proposed for
dealing with the motion.

This is not some trite correction, and I point that out.
Rulings from the Chair makes that very clear. This is
changing a date, which would revive — —
Mr Burgess — A dead motion.
Mr Pesutto — A dead motion. So there is a process,
and if you, Acting Speaker, dismiss the point of order,
what you are saying is that the standing orders do not
apply. I would echo what the member for Malvern
asked for in terms of a written decision, because we
need some guidance if you are going to make that
decision.
Mr Burgess — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I think it is really important that whenever
there is a change of precedent in the house, particularly
an important precedent like this — —
Mr Pakula interjected.

Mr Pakula — You’ve already done the dead parrot
speech, mate.

Mr Burgess — Whether the other side likes this or
not — this is exactly what it is trying to do at the
moment — there are a series of consequences. Often
they are unintended consequences. What you, Acting
Speaker, are really looking at at the moment, with great
respect, is that once you have made a ruling like this, it
is incumbent upon you to say, ‘What would be the limit
of that?’. So if we are going to say that a motion that
was defunct as of yesterday is no longer defunct, when
does that stop being the case? If it is a week old, can it
just be amended? Is it a month? Is it a year? Where is
the limit of this? If you are going to change this
precedent, you are opening this house up to a series of
consequences that I do not think we are fully
contemplating.

Mr Walsh — No, the Attorney-General just did it
again. That is what I mean: plagiarism of the member
for Hawthorn. It is defunct; it is gone. I urge you,

Mr Clark — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
both the point made by the member for Malvern in
relation to Erskine May and the scope of a motion and

Mr Walsh — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
can I commend the Attorney-General for the best
the-parrot-is-not-dead story I have ever heard, because I
must say that the Attorney-General is defending the
indefensible. The day has passed; the motion is dead.
Saying that the parrot — —
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the point about the operation of standing order 140(3)
tend to reinforce the same underlying principle, which
is that the house should be given notice when
something is going to happen. Here a notice of motion
has been given, and it has reached its expiry date. It is
perfectly reasonable for members to have assumed that
it was thereby defunct. So to change the date in this
context, to turn it from a past date, when members of
this chamber were entitled to assume the motion was
defunct, to a future date in order to revive it, is a
substantial extension of its scope.
Similarly, we ask: what is the purpose of standing
order 140(3) about giving notice of alteration at least a
day in advance? It is again so that members can know
what the change is. If you allow the motion to be
amended in the way the Leader of the House is seeking
to do now, both of these principles will have been
violated. The scope has been extended in a way that is
not reasonable and is not within what members were
entitled to assume was going to be the subject matter of
the debate, because they were entitled to assume that
the motion was defunct and therefore would not
proceed. It also violates the principle underlying
standing order 140(3), which is that members are given
advance notice, and when a member wants to amend
their notice of motion, they need to give notice to the
clerks in advance. So for both of those reasons you
should rule the amendment and thus the motion out of
order.
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about the physics of time, I think we should respect the
time here; that time is finite and time is important. To
allow this amended motion to come in on top of a
defunct motion I think sets a precedent that the house
should not be setting. We do have order, we do have
rules and the way we use time is extremely important.
To make a ruling to allow this debate to occur at this
time I think is to set a precedent about timing that in the
future will be unworkable for the house.
Mr McGuire — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, let us have a look at a short history of time.
Let us go to this point: the member for Malvern and the
opposition are trying to relitigate the point you have
ruled on already. You ruled it out of order, and I call on
you again to dismiss it. That is the substance of the
issue. They are just trying to postpone the inevitable.
Call it in. That is all we need to say, and I call on you to
make that ruling.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
There is no point of order. I draw members’ attention to
standing order 157, ‘Motion to amend’:
(1) A member may amend a question that has been
proposed:
(a) by omitting certain words; or
(b) by omitting certain words in order to insert or add
others; or
(c) by inserting or adding words.

Mr Brooks — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, those opposite are raising almost entirely the
same points that they raised in the previous point of
order. This is not a dead motion. This is a motion that
has remained on the notice paper, and the Leader of the
House is entirely entitled to move that motion. It has
been ruled on by you, Acting Speaker, and it has also
been indicated to the house that the advice of the Clerk
has been sought. This is a very simple matter, and those
opposite are simply trying to shut down debate and a
vote on a very important piece of government work that
we want to see on this side of the house.
Mr Crisp — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
I rise to support the point of order raised and debated by
my colleagues. I suggest to you that when looking at
accepting this amended motion proposed by the Leader
of the House, in doing that you would be saying to us
all that time is not substantive, when I think time is
substantive. We use time and limits in everything we do
in this place. Our bills have sunset clauses, and they
have times when they are enacted. Time is a very, very
important principle in how we go about setting the laws
of the land, and unless you want to play Stephen
Hawking and have some sort of complicated debate

So the Leader of the House is entirely consistent with
standing order 157.
Ms ALLAN — Thank you, Acting Speaker. I think
members of the house now have in their hands the
motion and the amendment to the motion that I wish to
put. I am now very pleased to speak to that motion.
What is before the house is a pretty simple request in
many ways. The former Liberal-Nationals government
in January 2011, not long after it took office,
announced the appointment of three commissioners, led
by Michael Vertigan, a former head of the Department
of Treasury and Finance, to undertake a review of
Victoria’s finances. This approach became all the rage
for Liberal governments at the time. The New South
Wales government did it. Tony Abbott, when he
became Prime Minister, went down a similar path.
Campbell Newman in Queensland, most famously, also
went down a similar path. It was all very trendy within
Liberal government circles to go and have an
independent commission of audit-type approach to
looking into the state’s finances.
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The former government did release an interim report,
but that is all it released. What the former Liberal
government did was move heaven and earth to stop the
release of the final report that was handed to it and that
we know influenced decisions by the government,
which I will come to in a moment. We know that those
opposite moved heaven and earth to stop that report
being released. Indeed they even snubbed their noses at
the Fair Work Commission, then Fair Work Australia. I
read from an article from the Australian Financial
Review of 4 May 2012:
Fair Work Australia has instructed the government to
release … the Vertigan report to the Community and Public
Sector Union …

That article also says that the government, under Ted
Baillieu, would ‘defy’ this order. It then goes on to talk
about how the interim report ‘recommended cuts to
public spending and a much tighter approach to debt’. I
think that shows the true intent behind why this
opposition now wants to conceal the report, but I will
come to that in a moment.
What this motion is attempting to achieve is for the
Department of Premier and Cabinet to liaise with the
Leader of the Opposition. When there are documents of
a previous government of a different political
persuasion the Leader of the Opposition is the one who
can authorise the release of these documents. That is
what we are asking: for this motion to set in place the
department — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — They are touchy on this, aren’t they,
over there? They do not want to hear the substance of
these issues. I would hope that if those opposite have
nothing to worry about, nothing to hide and nothing to
be concerned about, then we should be in unanimous
agreement that this motion gets passed. I take it from
the interjections of those opposite that they are going to
be enthusiastic supporters of this motion, because I am
hearing from the bluff and bluster over there, the
bravado over there, that they claim there is nothing to
worry about here and nothing to see. So I look forward
to this motion being passed, the Leader of the
Opposition complying with the Department of Premier
and Cabinet’s request and this report — the final
Vertigan report — being released. But do you know
what, Acting Speaker? Something tells me that is not
what is going to happen today, and let us look at why.
As I said, on 25 January 2011, the former Treasurer,
now the member for Rowville, announced the
commissioners of an independent review of Victoria’s
finances. I will not go over the terms of reference, but
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they covered a range of areas like looking at the state’s
finances, looking at issues around debt management
and potential strategies to repay debt, looking at service
delivery and how there can be efficiencies and
effectiveness of agencies in service delivery, looking at
public sector governance and looking at a range of
areas. As I said, the former government released an
interim report. We also know, as part of the policy
process, the Vertigan process influenced the former
Liberal-Nationals government’s thinking that saw the
sustainable government initiative cut 4200 public
servants in this state — the slash-and-burn approach it
took to public servants. But we also know too that the
review influenced the way the government was looking
at cutting. The cuts to education and the cuts to health
that we saw under the previous Liberal-Nationals
government were all influenced by the thinking that
was in this Vertigan report.
Part of the reason that we know this is because on
28 August 2012 there was an article in the Australian
that went to great length as to what was in the report —
the secret commissioned report that was ordered by the
previous government. This is why we should be
worried. There is a very good policy reason we need to
debate this and see the report released: because this is
the policy substance. It goes to the heart and soul of
Liberal Party policy development, which is where,
when it is given an opportunity, it walks away from
investing in the public service. It walks away from
investing in education, in health and in aged care. How
do we know this? Because we saw it under the previous
government. We saw what happened in Queensland.
We saw what happened in Canberra under Tony
Abbott. We have seen what is happening in New South
Wales. We saw what was happening in Victoria, and
we want to make sure that the Victorian community has
the opportunity to fully analyse the Vertigan report so
they can understand what future Liberal governments in
this state will look like and what they will do to good
public services in this state.
The Vertigan report, as it was reported in the
Australian, talks about ‘a revolution in the way
government services are delivered’. What was that
revolution that was under active consideration by the
previous government? It was the wholesale
privatisation and contracting out of critical government
services, the sorts of services the most vulnerable in our
community rely on — disability services, aged care,
community services, kindergartens and schools. It
advocated for the contracting out of these sorts of
services, and that is why those opposite are desperate to
use every mechanism possible to conceal this report
from the Victorian community.
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If they are not scared about it, if they are not worried
about it, as I said, they will support this motion, and so I
look forward to that. If they have got no qualms about
this report being released, we would be absolutely
delighted that they would support this motion, but if
they do not support this motion, that will absolutely
expose that they want, even in opposition, to move
heaven and earth to stop the Victorian community
seeing what is at the heart and soul of Liberal Party
policy development. The Nationals members should not
think that they get off the hook on this either because it
was a Liberal-Nationals coalition that took this
approach in government, and it would be a
Liberal-Nationals coalition that would take this same
approach should it form government again.
Let us look at what the Australian talks about in
relation to this report. The Australian talks about how
the report says:
… that, wherever possible, the government should —

get out of the way —
get out of directly delivering services, such as welfare, early
childhood education and housing.

It talks about creating competitive markets in these
areas so that private bodies could bid for government
contracts and run these services. It talks about how in
the department of human services, there would be less
involvement from case managers in looking after
clients. As I said, these are some of the most vulnerable
people in our community who are taken care of in the
human services areas such as people with a disability,
people with mental health issues, people with drug and
alcohol addictions and people needing child protection
services. These are some of the most vulnerable people
in our community who should not have less time with
their case managers, as is being advocated under this
report.
The Australian states that:
The report also recommends that the state government wind
back direct provision of kindergartens and early childhood
education, and instead commission outside parties to deliver
them.

Goodness me, even the little kiddies were not safe from
the former Liberal-Nationals government’s attempts to
wind back government investment in service delivery
that is needed in our community. It flies in the face of
all the research and all the evidence that we now have
that more investment and support in the early childhood
years reaps so many rewards for a community and a
society, and indeed our economy, down the track. So
much more can be gained for the dollars that you spend
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in the early childhood area over a person’s life. But
again, those opposite were more interested in cutting
and slashing services to the Victorian community, and
they were wanting to make sure that they had the
Vertigan report that backed them in.
Why is this such a problem? Because we know that the
former government did act in part on the
recommendations in the Vertigan report because the
Australian also goes on to say that the report
recommended:
… that state government quit the aged-care field entirely …

We know that that is exactly what the former Minister
for Health and Minister for Ageing was doing in
metropolitan areas — removing the government out of
aged-care provision, removing it from the delivery of
those services, which caused great concern, not just to
those elderly residents who live in these facilities and
are taken care of in these facilities, but you can only
imagine the distress and concern that that raised for
their families as well.
As I said, we are very keen to progress this motion
because we think it is important that the Victorian
community have the benefit of seeing the Vertigan
report, understanding the Vertigan report and having
the time to digest it and to consider what a future
Liberal government, be it here in Victoria or indeed in
Canberra, would do. As I said, this is why it is
important, because it speaks to the sort of policy
approach that Liberal-Nationals governments take, not
just here in Victoria but right around the country. It
does not matter whether you are in Queensland or
Queenscliff, this is the same approach. This is the same
approach that was taken across the eastern seaboard
under successive Liberal governments. In the middle of
the federal election campaign we have got a critical
public debate about the future of this country, about
whether we are going to invest in education, whether
we are going to invest in early childhood services and
whether we are going to invest in disability services as
federal Labor wants to do, or indeed whether the
opposite is going to come about should Malcolm
Turnbull win government after 2 July.
We know that Liberal governments, aided and abetted
by their National Party junior colleagues, love to cut
services when they get into government. They say one
thing outside government and an entirely different thing
happens when they are in government. We have seen it
in Victoria, in New South Wales, in Queensland and in
Canberra, and that is why it is important that we see this
report, that we understand this report. As I said, if those
opposite have nothing to worry about, nothing to hide,
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nothing to be concerned about, then I look forward to
this motion having the universal support of this
chamber and there being no impediment put in the way
of this document being released through the Leader of
the Opposition, who of course sat at the cabinet table
while all these debates were being had. He sat at the
cabinet table.

the Vertigan report’. It is hard to understand what logic
or rationale there is in that line of thinking. Apart from
anything else, the Vertigan report is now part of history.
It was a report that came up with various
recommendations. Some of them were acted upon by
government; some were rejected by government. So be
it.

The Leader of the Opposition was part of the
government that commissioned this report and cheered
on the cuts that we saw to the public sector. If he hides
this report from the Victorian community, we know
that the heart of the decision will lie the true intent of
what a Liberal-Nationals government would look like
under his watch. I urge those opposite to support this
motion so that we get to see this report and understand
what is at the heart and soul of Liberal-Nationals
governments.

If the government wants to establish the principle that
either house of Parliament can require any cabinet
document to be produced to that house of Parliament, I
think on this side there would be a very long list of
cabinet documents of the former Bracks and Brumby
governments that we would be interested to have a look
at. I would be very interested to know about cabinet
deliberations and cabinet papers relating to the ultranet,
for example. How come that ended up losing so many
hundreds of millions of dollars? What was the role of
the former minister in relation to the ultranet? What
were the recommendations that she took to cabinet?
How on earth did she persuade cabinet to agree to such
a dog of a project? These would all be fascinating
things that this side of the house would like to see. The
desalination plant — what went on with the tender for
the desalination plant and tenderers for that being told
to go down to Trades Hall and sign up to whatever
Trades Hall wanted? There would be a lot of stuff we
would be interested to see, and the current
Attorney-General might have something he could
inform the house on about that.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is bizarre behaviour
by a government that cannot think beyond the
short-term political cycle, cannot think through the
consequences of what it is doing, cannot even get the
lower house to talk to the upper house, is in total
disarray within the cabinet — —
Ms McLeish interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
If the member for Eildon is going to interject, she is
disorderly, and she should resume her seat.
Mr CLARK — And so we are coming up with the
government bringing to this house a motion asking this
house to endorse the scrapping of the doctrine of
cabinet confidentiality. Why on earth would a
government ever come to this Parliament and say, ‘We
want to tear up the principle of cabinet confidentiality’,
particularly when it is a government that does not have
a majority in the other place?
We all know what this is about. It is nothing to do with
access to the Vertigan report. If it were anything to do
with access to the Vertigan report, the government
would have bought this motion on a long time ago. This
is because the other place is moving to hold the Leader
of the Government in the Legislative Council to
account for repeated defiance of resolutions of the
Legislative Council to produce documents that are
entirely within the scope of the Legislative Council to
require and entirely within the precedent of the
Parliament to require.
The government thinks somehow if it comes in here
and waves this bogeyman around, ‘Well, if you persist
in holding the Leader of the Government in the other
place to account, we are going to do something about

But be that as it may, there has been a longstanding
principle in just about every Westminster Parliament
around the world that says that cabinet documents
should be treated as being confidential. That is a
principle that we on this side of the house have
upheld — when we have been in opposition previously,
when we were in government and now that we are back
in opposition. The point that we have put consistently is
that either chamber has a right to insist on cabinet
documents, but it should not insist on those documents.
That is the principle that has been put in place in the
other house, and that is the principle that the
government in this house wants to tear up.
The procedure in the upper house is basically a very
straightforward one. It is one that the Labor side of
politics agreed to. It says that if there is a dispute
around whether or not documents required by the
Council are cabinet documents, there should be an
independent examination to determine whether or not
they are cabinet documents, and if they were, the
Legislative Council would not insist on them. There is
none of that here. There is just, ‘Give us the Vertigan
report — tell the government to give us the Vertigan
report’. However that is going to work is going to be a

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Tuesday, 24 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

very interesting question, but that is the structure of the
motion. There is nothing about, ‘Let’s have an
independent assessment of whether or not it is cabinet
in confidence’. Indeed as far as I could tell from what
the Leader of the Government was saying, they are
agreeing that it is a cabinet-in-confidence document.
They are saying, ‘It’s cabinet in confidence. We want it
anyway’.
So we have this strange situation where the government
of the day is saying, ‘Let’s tear up
cabinet-in-confidence documents. Let’s give open
season to the upper house to ask for any document of
the current government or the Bracks government or
the Brumby government or any other government they
like. All bets are off; all qualifications are off. Whatever
the upper house wants in terms of cabinet documents’.
You might as well send the cabinet minutes straight
over to the upper house after every cabinet meeting.
That is the proposition that the government of the day is
asking this house to agree to. It is normally the
opposition saying, ‘We want to get our hands on
government documents’, and the government saying,
‘No, no. You shouldn’t’. This government, frankly, as a
government longing to tear up cabinet in confidence is
like a turkey longing for Christmas. That is what the
turkeys opposite are doing: they are inviting
consequences which I do not think they have really
turned their minds to.
Funnily enough, their federal counterparts have. Their
federal counterparts are well aware of the consequences
of ending cabinet in confidence. Indeed, we had the
shadow Attorney-General, Mark Dreyfus, complaining
bitterly. What was he complaining bitterly about? He
was not complaining bitterly about documents of a
former Labor government being made public or handed
over to the government. He was complaining bitterly
about them being provided in confidence to a royal
commission with a right for the Labor Party to assert
cabinet confidentiality to the royal commission that
wanted to use them. That is a long way away from what
the government wants to do — have the Vertigan report
tabled in this house. Mr Dreyfus was very passionate in
opposing even that.
An ABC website report of 17 March 2014 under the
heading ‘Government to hand Labor cabinet documents
to home insulation scheme royal commission’, states,
and I quote:
But shadow Attorney-General Mark Dreyfus has attacked the
decision to release the documents, saying it undermines the
longstanding principle of cabinet confidentiality.
‘The damage is now done because it means that every future
cabinet meeting will not be secure’, he said.
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‘In every future cabinet meeting, ministers will be looking
over their shoulders, will be thinking “perhaps what I say here
will become public”.’

So certainly the government’s federal counterparts
think cabinet in confidence is a pretty important
principle.
Indeed we have got George Williams, the Anthony
Mason professor of law at the University of New South
Wales, who I think is very highly regarded by former
Attorney-General Rob Hulls. He wrote an article that
appeared in in the Sydney Morning Herald on
24 February 2014. ‘Killing cabinet confidentiality
destroys democracy’ was the headline for that. You
cannot get much stronger than that. Again I quote:
The convention of cabinet secrecy is a central pillar of the
Westminster system of government applied in Australia. It is
essential that cabinet, the key decision-making forum of
government, be a place in which ministers can freely air their
differences and debate the full range of policies, laws and
actions. This could not occur in the media spotlight. Indeed,
without the opportunity for confidential deliberation, it is hard
to see how our system of government could function.
The importance of this principle has meant that courts have
denied access to documents concerning cabinet deliberations.
The High Court has found that access should only be granted
in ‘exceptional circumstances’.

Again, Professor George Williams, who is very highly
regarded by the Labor side of politics, is saying ‘Killing
cabinet confidentiality destroys democracy’. As I say,
that is a principle that we on this side of politics have
respected, whether we have been in opposition or
whether we have been in government.
That goes back indeed to legal opinions that were
obtained by the Legislative Council as far back as 2007
under the term of the previous Labor government.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr CLARK — As the Attorney-General observes,
from Bret Walker. Again, I think he is well known to
and very well regarded by many on the other side of the
house. He gave an opinion in relation to the adoption on
14 March 2007 of a sessional order for arrangements to
apply for the production of documents. He gave a legal
opinion about the powers of the Legislative Council
and indeed by extension the powers of all chambers. He
said at paragraph 8:
The general importance of the role of the Legislative Council,
like that of any house in any Parliament in Australia, in
responsible government lies in its capacity to scrutinise the
workings of government, and particularly those of the
executive, whose members (i.e. the ministers) sit in one or
other of the houses (in a bicameral system). This need not be
elaborated. I regard it as beyond serious question.
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He said at paragraph 9:
It is tolerably clear from the precedence discussed in ch. XXI
of Erskine May’s Parliamentary Practice 10th Ed. (1893)
that orders for papers were well established as within the
power of the House of Commons before 1855. That chapter
starts with the words — ‘Parliament is invested with the
power of ordering all documents to be laid before it, which
are necessary for its information. Each house enjoys this
authority separately, but not in all cases independently of the
Crown’.

Then he was asked and answered some specific
questions. Paragraph 11:
Does the Legislative Council possess an inherent power under
the Constitution Act 1975 to call for the production of
documents in accordance with the sessional order adopted on
14th March 2007?
The Council does have such a power, in general terms.

Paragraph 15(2):
If the answer to question (1) is yes, what are the powers of the
Legislative Council to compel a member to produce the
documents sought and to deal with the member for contempt
for failure to comply with an order of the house requiring the
member to produce the documents?
Ultimately, in appropriate cases the Council could suspend
such a member in an attempt to prevent his or her continued
obstruction of the Council’s business.

Paragraph 16:
All members are elected to serve in the Council according to
their oaths, and according to law. Their duties include
compliance with resolutions and standing orders so as to
permit the orderly discharge of business. In accordance with
the non-punitive principle vindicated in Egan v. Willis, a
member who obstructs the business of the Council by
refusing — without cause — to answer an order for papers
could be suspended from the service of the Council.

So those are the principles Bret Walker has laid down.
They are principles that have been observed in the other
house ever since. They are principles that are currently
being observed by the upper house in its attempt to
require the production of certain documents to that
chamber. They are principles entirely consistent with
the position that while the Council has the power to
require the production of cabinet documents, it should
not, for very good reasons of public policy, exercise
that power.
There have been protracted time lines in which the
Council has been trying to get the government and the
leader in the other place, Gavin Jennings, to produce
documents. Time and time again there have been
opportunities and extensions given. Finally, when there
has been total defiance of the resolutions of the house,
the Council has been driven to the point of needing to
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apply sanctions to Mr Jennings if he does not comply,
but it is still desirous of him having to comply rather
than of it having to apply sanctions. Yet the
government takes exception to all of that. The
government thinks there is something illicit or improper
in what the other house is doing, and it thinks, ‘Right,
we’re going to show you lot. We’re going to publicly
release the Vertigan report and that’ll show you who’s
boss around here. That’ll teach you to ask for
documents in the upper house’.
But, as I said, the government has completely
overreached and misconceived the situation in what it is
doing. It has misconceived it in terms of logic and
reason, and it has certainly misconceived it in terms of
politics and appeal to community opinion. It is
proposing to set for itself an absolutely diabolical
principle. What is Gavin Jennings going to say in the
Council next time there is a motion by the Council for
the production of a document? He cannot get up and
say, ‘Well, it’s a cabinet document, and I don’t think
the Council should require its production’, because his
colleagues down in this house have just torn up all of
that. They have said, ‘We’re entitled to get our hands
on any cabinet document we want, of any government
we want’. What sort of precedent does that set for the
other place? What sort of life does the government want
to lead? Does it want Victoria to be, as far as I am
aware, the only jurisdiction in the Westminster system
that does not observe the principle of
cabinet-in-confidence deliberations?
There have been very good reasons for that going back
over centuries, that there needs to be an opportunity for
a free and frank exchange of issues and opinions within
cabinet, and then the cabinet goes out with a united
position because it is a collective government position.
That is what responsible government is all about — that
the cabinet is collectively responsible to the Parliament
and to the community. It also of course inhibits free and
frank advice by public servants who would want
cabinet to be fully informed of the pros and cons of
every decision and paper that comes before cabinet.
It seems that some on the other side — and I would be
surprised if the Attorney-General had knowingly given
his assent to this cause of action — think, ‘No, we can
do without all of that in future. We’re happy in future to
hand over any cabinet document we like to the upper
house, and that’s what we’re going to do with this
document here’. There was a time many centuries ago
when the monarch in the Privy Council — its Victorian
counterpart being the Executive Council — would sit
around with the monarch’s ministers and discuss things,
but then it was decided by governments that it should
not hold up the monarch with all of these internal
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discussions, and so it met separately in cabinet. That is
how the institution of cabinet government started, and it
has been around in this basically modern form for
several hundred years. As far as I know, throughout that
entire period the principle has been that there should be
confidentiality in the deliberations of cabinet, subject to
only very, very limited exceptions and certainly not an
exception whereby any house of Parliament should
exercise its power to insist on the production of those
documents.
Yet, as I have said, this is what the government now
apparently wants to do. It apparently thinks that it does
not need cabinet in confidence anymore. For whatever
reason it thinks that the supposed threat to this side of
the house is going to produce some change of conduct
in the other place, and that is why it is doing it. But as I
have said from the outset, it just does not seem to have
thought through the consequences of its actions. So we
are in the very unusual situation where it is the
opposition that is standing up and saying, ‘We should
respect cabinet confidentiality’, and it is the
government saying, ‘We should tear it up’.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr CLARK — The member for Melton interjects
to suggest that the other house wants to tear up the
principle of cabinet confidentiality. That is absolutely
incorrect. They are procedures that were agreed to by
the Labor side of politics that provide for, in effect, the
production of documents to the clerks under objections
to cabinet in confidence, provisions for an independent
review of whether or not they are cabinet in confidence
and the exclusion of cabinet-in-confidence documents
from those that are produced. If the government wants
to say in the other place, ‘We’ve got some concern
about how those mechanisms work; we want another
mechanism or a different mechanism to achieve the
same objectives’, well, it should be entering into those
discussions and seeing if there is some mechanism that
can be found to achieve that outcome, because there is
certainly no objection on this side of the house to
potential refinement of those procedures.
But the government cannot attack the whole validity of
what the other house is doing and say, ‘That’s why
we’re going to tear up cabinet in confidence, not just for
this government but for all future Victorian
governments’. Alternatively, if it wants to come to this
house and introduce a change to standing orders or
introduce a sessional order that provides for a similar
mechanism to the other place, then of course that would
be completely reasonable. But I would make the point
that if it did that and then requested the Vertigan report
under identical procedures to those currently operating
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in the other house, then the Vertigan report would be a
cabinet-in-confidence document and would not be
available.
So whichever way you look at it, it reinforces the fact
that the basis on which this motion has been brought to
this house is to abrogate the principles of cabinet
confidentiality that have been part of the Westminster
system for many hundreds of years. It will make a rod
for the back of this government as well as all future
governments in this state and will therefore undermine
the effectiveness of parliamentary democracy and good
government in Victoria. There is no doubt that this
house has the power to require those documents, but it
would be a wanton and highly irresponsible exercise of
that power to insist upon receiving them, let alone in the
bizarre terms in which the motion has been worded.
We believe defending the principle is important and
this is a debate not about particular documents which
are now part of history but about the principles of
cabinet in confidence and of sound, responsible,
democratic government in this state, which are very
important to defend and should transcend the
manoeuvrings and petty worries of the moment that the
government has. For all of those reasons we oppose this
motion.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on this motion and to support the
Leader of the Government in her motion. Let me say in
advance to the member for Hawthorn that he is right: I
did not go to the bar, so apologies in advance if my
diction is insufficient or I do not operate according to
Hoyle, but I will do my best with my meagre
experience.
I just want to first of all deal with a couple of the
matters raised by the member for Box Hill, the manager
of opposition business. The entire structure of his
response seemed to presuppose that the government
wants to throw out the rule book when it comes to
cabinet in confidence. That is not the case. Let me
remind him — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PAKULA — All right, just because you say it
is, it is.
Mr Burgess interjected.
Mr PAKULA — Well, I am about to explain why it
is. When we were in opposition there was a request not
from the house but from the Ombudsman for
documents of the former Bracks or Brumby
governments; I cannot quite recall which. The protocol
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that was in place was that the Leader of the Opposition
at the time was the custodian of the cabinet documents
of the Bracks and Brumby governments, so the request
made by the Ombudsman was transmitted to the Leader
of the Opposition for the Leader of the Opposition to
determine whether or not those documents would be
released — in fact to determine whether that request
would be complied with or not.
The situation here is no different. If the house passes
this motion, the request will be transmitted to the
Leader of the Opposition as the custodian of the former
government’s cabinet documents, and it will be a matter
for the Leader of the Opposition to determine whether
or not he complies with the request of the house. So all
the concerns and fears raised by the member for Box
Hill can be put to rest if the Leader of the Opposition
determines not to comply with the request of the house.
If that request is made, that is a matter for him. I think
that deals with that.
I heard the member for Box Hill deal with the opinion
provided by Mr Walker, SC, which I note that the
Liberal Party had great fidelity to in the
56th Parliament, and apparently now again in the
58th Parliament has great fidelity to. What we do not
know — what we will never know — is what fidelity it
would have had to that opinion in the 57th Parliament,
because as it had the numbers in the Legislative
Council every motion requesting documents was
defeated. Every single motion requesting documents
was defeated.
Mr Clark interjected.
Mr PAKULA — Sorry, there might have been
some motions moved by the then government and then
it handed over documents, but there were not
documents released by the government against the
government’s will. In fact in every case letters were
received from the then Attorney-General, the member
for Box Hill, asking the house not to insist on the
motion.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAKULA — Right. Even where the now
opposition allowed the motion to go through on the
voices, it still declined to release those documents, so
we will never know how much fidelity the opposition
had to that Walker opinion in the 57th Parliament,
because no documents were ever released. No
documents were released.
I was not going to touch on the matters that are being
dealt with in the Legislative Council right now in
regard to the Leader of the Government because the

Tuesday, 24 May 2016

member for Box Hill drew a connection between the
two things that I am not sure he was entitled to draw,
but with him having made the reference, let me just
rebut a couple of points that he made. He said that the
Leader of the Government is obstinately — I will
paraphrase him; I am not quoting him — refusing to
comply with the directives of the house and that the
government’s response is somehow some kind of hissy
fit in response to the fact that there is a threat hanging
over the head of the Leader of the Government.
The truth of the matter is this. The Leader of the
Government in the other place has released to that
chamber more documents than have ever been released
by anyone in his position — certainly more documents
than were ever released by the former Leader of the
Government, David Davis, a member in the Legislative
Council, and, I have to say, probably more documents
than were ever released by Mr Lenders when he was
Leader of the Government in the 56th Parliament. The
Leader of the Government has released a swag of
documents, but what those opposite continue to do is
hang a six-month suspension sword of Damocles over
his head, despite the fact that he has been more
cooperative with his chamber than any person in his
position ever has been.
Moving back to the substance of this motion and the
Vertigan report itself and why it ought to be released,
the Leader of the House went to that in great detail. The
fact is that these reports influence the decisions of
government. They inform them and they influence
them. I think about my own portfolio responsibilities
and the reports that I have received whether as
Attorney-General or as Minister for Racing.
Mr T. Smith interjected.
Mr PAKULA — Well, you have; that is the point.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAKULA — I am talking about reports that
have been received that have influenced the actions of
government. We received early on a report from Dale
Monteith on harness racing that substantially influenced
legislation that then came before this house. Imagine if
we had done that. Imagine if we had brought that
legislation in without ever releasing the report that
underpinned it. Imagine if we legislated for reform of
greyhound racing without ever releasing the Perna and
Milne reports on live baiting. Imagine if I moved to
legislate for an independent racing integrity unit
without ever releasing the report that has been made by
Paul Bittar.
Mr Burgess interjected.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
The member for Hastings will resume his seat.
Mr PAKULA — Imagine if we made changes to
the human rights charter without ever releasing the
human rights charter review. These reports — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
Excuse me; I am sorry. I have asked the member for
Hastings to, if he is going to interject, resume his seat.
Mr Burgess — I haven’t said a word since.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
Thank you, Attorney-General; you can continue.
Mr PAKULA — I simply make the point that there
have been already — while we have been in
government, while I have been in my portfolios — a
raft of reports which have influenced not just
government policy but legislation which has come
before this house and which is now on the statute
books, and those reports have been made public.
The opposition when in government received this
report. It has influenced budgets and legislation, and it
was never seen. It is not the only report that the former
government received that never saw the light of day. I
recall as shadow Attorney-General the fact that the
report by former Justice Vincent into the Office of
Public Prosecutions likewise never saw the light of day.
It may well be that the former Attorney-General had a
very good reason for not releasing that report, but he
never made those reasons public. He simply said that it
was not in the public interest for that report to be
released. I simply make the point that there are good
reasons for this report to be released, but what this
motion does not reflect, quite contrary to the
contribution of the member for Box Hill, is some
attempt or even an intention of the government to tear
up conventions in regard to cabinet in confidence.
Let me finish where I started. In the same way that the
former Leader of the Opposition was the custodian of
the Bracks and Brumby governments’ cabinet
documents, the current Leader of the Opposition is the
custodian of the Baillieu and Napthine governments’
cabinet documents. If the house passes this motion,
then it will be a matter for the current Leader of the
Opposition to determine as the custodian of those
documents whether or not to comply with that
resolution and thereby release the documents. If he
chooses not to comply with the resolution and chooses
not to release the documents, that is a matter for him. I
commend the motion to the house.
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Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — There seems to be a
little bit of confusion. The Attorney-General just
repeated again that this is a motion about requiring the
Leader of the Opposition as the custodian of the
documents to hand them over. Presumably if that was
the case, the motion would have in fact named the
Leader of the Opposition and required him to hand over
the documents rather than requiring the government to
produce to the house documents relating to the
particular review of state finances. I suspect that that is
not the only extent of confusion on the other side. I was
also interested to listen to the Leader of the House and
her claims that this document was somehow a
foundation for every policy enacted by the coalition
government in the 57th Parliament. Surely whatever
policies were enacted were in fact evidence of the
intent. You cannot sit back and say, ‘Well, there is this
secret document that is informing everything and it is
all going to be a disaster. It is all about closing down
things and contracting out, slashing and burning, doing
all these terrible things, and it is going to make all those
recommendations’, when in fact that is not what
occurred in any way at all. It is a very long bow to draw
that a document that was prepared to inform a former
government — one of many thousands, if not hundreds
of thousands, of documents that were prepared to
provide advice to the government over the course of the
57th Parliament — was in fact a central feature of the
government’s policy.
As has been observed, and I am now quoting from the
Cabinet Handbook of the state government of Victoria
in 2015:
The openness and frankness of discussions in the cabinet
room are protected by the strict observance of confidentiality,
and, except in the event that cabinet agrees to public release
of its deliberations, all cabinet information (including oral and
written information) must be kept strictly confidential and
secure at all times.

Of course the effective outcome of this motion, no
matter how often the Leader of the House or the
Attorney-General deny it, is to tear up the doctrine of
cabinet in confidence. In this case, with regard to this
particular motion of course, it is only other cabinets. It
is not in respect of the government’s own cabinet that it
is proposed to have the doctrine torn up, it is only other
cabinets. And of course there is no internal consistency
in the logic, and you would not expect there to be
because this is a stunt, pure and simple. The Leader of
the House could not even get the date right. She could
not bring the motion on in time and then had to move a
dubious motion in order to get it debated this afternoon.
As the Leader of The Nationals observed, this is a dead
parrot motion. It expired yesterday, yet here we are at
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half past five on Tuesday debating it. Why are we
debating it? Because it is a stunt, pure and simple.
This is about the government seeking to use its
numbers in this house to bully the opposition. It is an
attempt to use this motion to intimidate the opposition.
It is an effort to try to stop us carrying through on our
intended cause of action — our broadcast course of
action — in the other place. It is a deliberate threat. We
have got a bullyboy Premier. We see him in action
opposite in question time every day. Here we have a
process designed to intimidate the opposition to roll
over and conduct opposition business in a manner that
suits the government. We are not in the business of
doing that. This is a manoeuvre that, as far as I can see,
has never been attempted before in any jurisdiction in
the Westminster world. If you go to the sources, there is
very, very little on the subject. There is plenty on the
usual production of documents. That is entirely routine.
If you go to our own working documents, if you go to
House of Representatives Practice, if you go to Odgers’
Australian Senate Practice or if you go to Erskine May,
all of those have chapter and verse on the production of
documents, generally and almost exclusively in the
context of the production of documents in an upper
house, whether it be the Senate or the House of Lords
or some other forum. But it is not about documents of a
former government; it is about documents of a current
government. It is about live documents that are actually
potentially informing decisions or containing
information that is critical to the deliberations of the
houses concerned. It is not about dead documents of a
former government that may or may not have been used
to inform policy.
It is certainly not about documents being released for
one purpose and one purpose only — and that is base
politics. You cannot for a second claim that there is
public interest in a document that may have been
received five or six years ago — I am not aware of the
timing, but it is a long time ago — and which probably
had limited input into policy development at the time
and certainly has absolutely no influence now. This is
purely and simply about endeavouring to put pressure
on the opposition to coerce opposition members in the
other place to vote in a particular way — to vote in a
way that will let the government off the hook when
what the government should be doing is concerning
itself with its commitment to transparency.
If there is any point here it is that if anyone else, other
than the government in this house, tried to carry out this
action — tried to threaten and intimidate members of
Parliament to coerce them to vote in a particular way —
they would be up before the Privileges Committee of
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the other place. It is probably not surprising, though,
that we are faced with this motion, because this is a
government that has shown no respect for the rules. Its
members talk about transparency and talk about
scrutiny, but apparently that scrutiny applies only to
other people, not to themselves. It applies to
governments and former governments but not to their
own government. They are good on making the rules,
but frankly they are not much good at keeping them.
The Attorney-General made much of a point about the
Leader of the Opposition allegedly being the custodian
of these documents. Again I am quoting from the
government’s own cabinet handbook, where 1.7.7 says:
The secretary —

that is the Secretary of the Department of Premier and
Cabinet —
is also responsible for the administration of DPC. This
includes being the custodian of cabinet documents for the
government and previous governments to ensure their
security and preservation …

So it would appear in fact that it is the secretary of the
department who is the custodian, not the Leader of the
Opposition. Indeed, as all ministers and former
ministers are aware, it is a requirement when you get to
the point of the caretaker stage for all hard copies and
all digital copies of cabinet documents created during
that term of government to be identified and returned to
the custody of the cabinet office during the caretaker
period for storage. Obviously if the government does
not win, its members do not get access to its documents
again. So whether you are talking about physical
custody or whether you are talking about custody in the
sense of the responsibility for the documents, the logic
in this motion is well and truly flawed. As I said early
in the piece, that is not surprising. There is no internal
logic because this is a government seeking to use its
numbers in this house to bully the opposition and to
intimidate members of the Legislative Council to
coerce them to vote in a way contrary to the manner in
which they have made it clear they intend to debate. It
is exactly the sort of performance we have come to
expect from this bullyboy who sits over there and
pretends he is a fit Premier of Victoria.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to join
the debate on this motion that was so fiercely opposed
through points of order prior to being debated. There
are two issues I want to talk about in relation to this
motion. Firstly, there is the subject of the motion, the
Vertigan report; and secondly, I want to respond to the
prime argument — really the only argument that has
been offered opposing this motion from those
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opposite — which is the one about cabinet
confidentiality. Those of us who are interested in public
policy in Victoria during the term of the previous
government are all too well aware of the
commissioning of this report, the Vertigan report. We
saw the release of an interim report. We all suspected
that the Vertigan report was influencing the decisions
that government was making at the time in relation to
the provision of public services and funding of public
services throughout the state. It is important to put on
the record that this is still an important report for public
policy debate today. That report, if it contains the sorts
of things that people suspect it does, is still an important
piece of public policy work, so we can have the debate
about the sorts of issues it was supposedly
recommending.
We can only go from what looked like copies of the
report leaked to the media. There was a report in the
Australian of 28 August 2012 speculating — and this is
quite a detailed report — that the Vertigan report called
for a revolution in the way that government services
were provided. So we are not talking about a report that
was tinkering at the edges; we are talking about a report
that supposedly was going to revolutionise the way
public services were funded here in Victoria. It was
supposedly modelled on David Cameron’s big society
view of service in England, and the article goes through
a whole range of areas that the Vertigan report
recommended changing. There are a couple I thought I
would mention.
Firstly, the article speculated that the Vertigan report
suggested that the state government should wind back
the direct provision of kindergartens and early
childhood education and instead commission outside
parties to deliver those. This is a substantial shift away
from the current practice in early childhood education
in kinders here in Victoria, and it is a really important
one. We all know how critical early childhood
education is to our state’s future. I think it is
important — and I think families right around Victoria
would see it as important — that if there were a
significant policy document of government that
suggested a completely different way of providing early
childhood education, one that went in a direction
opposite to the direction nearly every government has
gone in Victoria’s history, then that recommendation
should be out there in the public being debated.
It also canvassed greater provision of hospital services
by private providers and, again, without the benefit of
the document we can only suppose — by looking at
what conservatives have done to the health system, both
in the last term of government and going back to the
Kennett era — massive cuts to our public hospital
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system, massive cuts to public health and the favouring
of private provision over public health. Again, it is a
massive area of public debate, one that should be out in
the open, one that the Victorian public should be able to
participate in and one that people should be able to
discuss, but of course when that document does not see
the light of day, we do not get the chance to have that
debate.
So this is not, as the member for Mornington said, just
one of thousands of documents that came to cabinet and
is of no significance. This is a document that was
central to the operation of the government of those
opposite. Of course we cannot determine, and the
Victorian public cannot determine, that because those
opposite did not release the document for public
consumption. It is not just the Labor Party and/or the
unions that are saying that that document should have
been released at the time, although we certainly were.
Fair Work Australia recommended that that report be
made public. In fact it ordered it to be made public.
Former Liberal Premier Jeff Kennett told those opposite
to release the report. I suppose one thing you can say
about Jeff Kennett is that at least he had the courage of
his convictions. When he took his approach to public
finances in this state, cut services and tried to
implement his vision for Victoria, at least he was
up-front with the Victorian people. We opposed that
vision. However, what we saw from those opposite was
a sneaky way of trying to implement those cuts but not
actually being up-front with the Victorian people and
keeping that document secret. The Vertigan report is an
important document and it should have been released to
the Victorian people.
The major argument being put forward by those
opposite in opposing this motion is that this is going to
destroy the principle of cabinet in confidence forever
and every document that goes to cabinet will be lost. I
think the Attorney-General put this to bed by saying
that the motion before the house simply allows for the
Department of Premier and Cabinet to liaise with the
Leader of the Opposition on whether this document can
be released. Nothing more, nothing less. If people on
the other side of the house understood how this process
works, they would understand that this motion simply
allows the Department of Premier and Cabinet to liaise
with the Leader of the Opposition and then it is up to
the Leader of the Opposition to form a position on that
particular document. I think what those opposite are
doing is they are trying to avoid putting the Leader of
the Opposition in that particular situation, where he has
to make a decision as to whether he releases the
document, agrees to its release, or sections of it, or
opposes the release of that document.
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The actions of those opposite in this chamber stand in
stark contrast to the actions of those opposite in the
other chamber. The Liberals and The Nationals in the
other chamber are doing everything they can to garner
documents; yet in this house today we have heard those
opposite talking up the need for confidentiality and
cabinet in confidence. There is an amazing difference
listening to the debate in the attitude of those on the
other side of the house today compared to what we
have heard from those on the other side in the other
place in their call for documents.
In conclusion, the Vertigan report is an important piece
of public policy in Victoria, despite the fact that on this
side of the house we will probably be quite horrified by
what is contained in it. Nonetheless it is a major piece
of work and, I would argue, a significant piece of work
and certainly one that is worthy of this house debating
this motion on. Also, the argument put forward in
opposing the motion about cabinet in confidence by
those on the other side of the chamber has been shown
to be wrong. This motion simply allows the Department
of Premier and Cabinet to liaise with the Leader of the
Opposition. If those opposite do not want to put him in
that position, they can argue against it and that is
exactly what they are doing. This motion should be
supported by the house.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — What an
extraordinary motion we have here today. It is
completely transparent in what it actually wants to
achieve — a base political purpose. It is simply an act
of retribution because in the upper house the Special
Minister of State, Mr Jennings, has continually defied
the orders of that house and finds himself now on the
receiving end potentially of a suspension order.
So what does the government do? It brings a petty
motion into this house. Not only is it transparent, not
only is it petty, but it is dangerous. It has far-reaching
implications for government, not just for this
government but — as certain members, even those
opposite, must surely know — it will have far-reaching
implications for future governments, because this will
not be forgotten. People watching or listening to this
debate will always remember what this is about. It is
about overturning a longstanding convention that you
do not release cabinet-in-confidence material without
the permission of the custodians of that material. There
is a good reason for that. It is in our law, from FOI to
the practices of this Parliament, that cabinet in
confidence is to be protected. Why? Because we value
in our system of government frank and fearless
advice — and that is not just for ministers. Ministers
who sit around the cabinet table want to know that they
can speak freely and candidly about issues of the day.
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They want to know that options will often need to be
considered, and sometimes they will reject the options
that they do not like. But if they knew that every single
meeting they had was minuted and those minutes were
put out in the public arena, would they be as fearless
and as frank about what they are prepared to say around
that table?
But it does not stop at ministers. We rely on what is
supposed to be an independent public service. The
public service, when it is doing its job properly,
provides advice and options to government; and
governments, whatever their political complexions,
need to be able to consider those options freely, frankly
and fearlessly. So when you send a signal to the public
service that their advice — their blues, if it is in the case
of the Premier’s office — that trickle their way up to
the Premier’s office are simply going to be released at
some future time, what do you think that is going to do
to the quality of the advice that government gets? It is
going to harm that practice. So they are going to say,
‘We had better be more circumspect in what we need to
provide in terms of our advice to government’.
And it does not stop at the public service. This is the
problem. The implications go further. When
governments need to get external advice they might go
to a large reputable firm like PwC or Deloitte or EY,
and they will want options unaffected by political
considerations, because it is the job of the government,
the Parliament and the parties to work through the
political options. What they often want from external
providers is advice unaffected by that. But if you send
the signal that their advice is simply going to be
released into the public space, what will that do to that
practice? It will harm that practice.
Let us think about what this means in practice. It means
that every cabinet submission that any minister brings
will be fair game for practices like this. Let us just see
what that might include. It might include a cabinet
submission on appointments to water boards. All of that
is fair game now, is it?
What about enterprise bargaining agreements (EBAs)?
So are we now able through the upper house to get all
of the Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF)
greens that will tell us all the detailed costings on the
United Firefighters Union deal, what all the
implications of all the terms in the EBAs are going to
be, and the impact on the Country Fire Authority? Are
we going to be able to get all of that information? Does
the government understand what this practice will do to
advice like that? Does it think that think DTF is going
to be less circumspect because of this outcome? I tell
you what: it will be more circumspect.
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What about the desalination plant. Are we now able to
obtain all of the cabinet deliberations and all of the
documents that came to cabinet? We know there were
very sensitive documents that made their way to the
Brumby cabinet and maybe even to the Bracks cabinet
as well, including from Melbourne Water. We know
there were briefs that were sent up to the government
on those matters.
What about the rorts affair. Are we now going to be
able to obtain all of the cabinet deliberations, all of the
minutes of cabinet meetings on the commissioning of
the solicitor-general to intervene on behalf of the
government to protect who? Labor members of
Parliament?
Let us remember what this matter is about. This is
about the misuse of parliamentary staff, paid by the
taxpayer, to campaign in seats where they had no
visible or even remote connection with the MPs who
employed them. That matter is now being agitated in
the Supreme Court because the Ombudsman is trying to
conduct an investigation on a referral from the upper
house, and who is stopping her? This government is
stopping her. So a government that claims to be about
transparency is in the Supreme Court now, where there
are 10 lawyers representing all of the parties, because of
the government insisting that it be considered by the
Supreme Court. Why? To stop the Ombudsman from
investigating one of the most outrageous misuses of
publicly funded staff in the state’s recent history, it has
to be said.
There is also sky rail. You can see the list will not stop.
It will go on and on and on, and who on the other side
will then be able to say that it goes too far? They are the
ones who are trying to displace a longstanding principle
that is part of our law and custom not only in this place
but more broadly, as I said.
But what makes this even more farcical, in my view, is
that the government is coming here and wanting
permission to do something it has had no trouble doing
before. Did the government go to the Leader of the
Opposition and ask for his permission to release the
east–west documents? No, it simply released them.
Where was the principle then? This is base politics. If it
really cared about cabinet confidentiality and the
longstanding conventions of this Parliament and our
system of government in this state, the government
would have sought the Leader of the Opposition’s
consent back in early 2015 to release those documents.
We heard from the Attorney-General what this is really
about. It is really about trying to put the Leader of the
Opposition in a position where he has to consent or
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disapprove, it seems; I am not quite clear from what the
Attorney-General was saying. He said, I think
incorrectly, that the Leader of the Opposition is the
custodian of the documents. I am not sure that is right. I
think if you look at the cabinet materials and the
practices of cabinet, which have outlived governments
of different persuasions, the true custodian is actually
the Secretary of the Department of Premier and
Cabinet, but let us see how this plays out over the next
few days.
What is the government going to do? Will it come to
the Leader of the Opposition and ask for his consent?
Well, it might do that. The Attorney-General seemed to
suggest that the government was now going to
approach the Leader of the Opposition and ask for his
permission. I would imagine that is what he is saying.
So what happens when members opposite get their
answer? What will they do? This motion seems to be
pretty clear on its face:
Under standing order 171, this house requires the government
to produce to the house documents relating —

and so on and so forth. If the motion is directed to the
government, I am not sure on what the
Attorney-General bases his comments that it is a matter
for the Leader of the Opposition.
I will tell you what is really at stake here: it is a matter
for the government. If it wants to trash a longstanding
principle in pursuit of a short-term, so-called political
sugar hit to make what it can as retribution for what is
happening in the upper house and maybe to try to
embarrass the Leader of the Opposition, which it will
fail at doing, then the government has to understand
that this will come with consequences, short term and
long term.
Members of the government should know and be under
no misapprehension that we will now see this as an
invitation to obtain all manner of documents that we
have long wanted to see, including documents around
contestability in the TAFE market that were considered
by cabinet back in the Brumby years, a cabinet of
which the current leader of government business was a
member. So that will give you a flavour, Acting
Speaker, of what we are after. We say this is a motion
that debases our political system and a very important
part of that political system. For the reasons I have
outlined, this motion should be defeated.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a brief contribution in relation to the motion and
the amendment. The Attorney-General in his
contribution earlier this afternoon was quite clear that
the Leader of the Opposition remains the custodian of
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these documents. He could not have been any clearer in
his comments, and the reality is that it will be a matter
for the Leader of the Opposition to determine whether
this particular report is released or not.
I also listened with interest to the member for
Mornington’s contribution as well. The member for
Mornington indicated that there is no great public
interest in relation to the Vertigan report. I would
probably beg to differ with the member for Mornington
in relation to that. I think a report which really
underpinned and guided the economic policies, the
economic philosophies and the four budgets of the
Baillieu and Napthine-Shaw governments would be
very much in the public interest. When you are looking
at a document which talks about contracting out of
essential services for what I would assume would be
sheer, blind, ideological reasons, I would have thought
that would be something that would be of interest to the
public. For example, if the gallery was provided with a
copy of this report, I would imagine that it would get a
pretty good run in the dailies and with the broadcasters.
The reality, though, is that this afternoon and in the
early part of this evening there has been a great deal of
hysteria from those opposite. You would think that the
very premise of Western liberal democracy is being
threatened. You would think that parliamentary
standing and parliamentary practice of hundreds of
years would be at risk here. The reality is that the
motion and the amendment that are before the house
allow the Leader of the Opposition to make a call as to
whether he releases the documents or not. The Leader
of the Opposition is the custodian and remains the
custodian of those documents.
The Attorney-General, the chief law officer of this
state, could not have been any clearer in his assertions
that it will be the Leader of the Opposition’s call in
terms of whether these documents are released. Despite
the hysteria from those opposite — —
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or not then that carries a lot of weight for me. I would
have thought that those on this side of the house would
have a similar view.
The reality is that this is a sensible motion despite the
hysteria of those opposite. Despite the fact that
according to the member for Hawthorn public servants
will never be able to provide advice again into the
future and that the private sector firms that advise the
government from time to time will have that level of
advice compromised for fear that the advice will be
leaked, we know it is just hysteria and a nonsense. A
very sensible motion is before the house with an
amendment that has been moved by the Leader of the
House, and it will be a matter for the Leader of the
Opposition as to whether he decides to release the
documents or not.
Again I come back to the comments made by the
member for Mornington. The reality is that there is
significant public interest in this document, and the fact
is the document will be released at some point in time.
Cabinet conventions are that it will be released at some
point in time, and when it is released I have no doubt
that we will see it is really the economic cradle that
rocked the Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government. This is
the basis of the philosophy that guided the most
incompetent administration the state has seen in
60 years. The reality is we have only had one one-term
government since 1955, and it was of those opposite. I
think that speaks volumes about those opposite and
about the hysterical way they have conducted
themselves this afternoon, and I think it speaks a great
deal about the quality of that administration. The reality
is that this is a very sensible amendment — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time has
come for me to interrupt the proceedings of the house.
The honourable member will have the call when this
matter is next before the Parliament.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PEARSON — There is a bit of heckling from
those opposite. I will take the word of the
Attorney-General any day over the hysterical shrieks
from those opposite. The chief law officer of this state
is an upstanding member of this place. He is an
outstanding cabinet minister, and his views and values
are unimpeachable. If the Attorney-General is prepared
to say quite clearly, forcefully and repetitively
throughout the length of his contribution that the Leader
of the Opposition will remain the custodian of these
documents and it will be a matter for the Leader of the
Opposition as to whether these documents are released

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Geelong region rail services
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is for the minister to rule
out the use of elevated rail, or sky rail as it is more
commonly known, in any future duplication of the rail
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line from South Geelong station to Waurn Ponds
station.

the issues the school is facing while the CityLink
widening project is underway.

The 2016–17 Victorian state budget has allocated
$3 million for planning work for the proposed
duplication of the track between South Geelong and
Waurn Ponds. The proposed project would involve the
duplication of approximately 10 to 11 kilometres of
track that runs at grade level through the suburbs of
South Geelong, Marshall, Grovedale and Waurn Ponds.
There are also five level crossings that need to be
addressed as part of the planning work for the
duplication, including Fyans Street, South Geelong;
Barwon Heads Road, Marshall; Marshalltown Road,
Grovedale; Reserve Road, Grovedale; and Surf Coast
Highway, Grovedale.

The CityLink widening project is important because it
will add an extra lane from the Bolte Bridge to the
airport. It is also particularly important for my
constituents because it will provide a new bridge at Bell
Street to address the dangerous intersection of Bell
Street and Pascoe Vale Road. There have been a
number of serious accidents as well as a number of
serious near misses at this intersection, and it certainly
impacts greatly on the local community. However, the
close proximity of the Strathmore Secondary College to
the new Bell Street bridge means that the school is
unquestionably impacted by the work that is underway.
New double-storey portables positioned on the school
grounds further away from CityLink would go some
way to addressing the issues associated with the project
that are bearing out for the school community of
Strathmore Secondary College.

The southern suburbs of Geelong are certainly
experiencing huge growth, particularly in Marshall,
Grovedale and Armstrong Creek and somewhat in
Highton. Population growth has resulted in the need for
the present single rail track to be duplicated to allow
more trains to run and hence provide more services.
Residents expect rail, however, to be at grade or
trenched and grade separation of level crossings to be
road under rail in order to maintain the amenity and
livability of local communities. People do not want a
sky rail like they are getting in Oakleigh, Mordialloc,
Carrum, Frankston and Mernda. People do not want the
destruction of the amenity of their local communities,
whether it be due to the noise, the pollution or the
antisocial behaviour that will occur underneath any sky
rail.
I ask the minister to completely rule out the use of sky
rail on any duplication of the rail line from South
Geelong station to Waurn Ponds station.

Strathmore Secondary College
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, and the action I seek is that
the minister provide an update on the negotiations
between VicRoads, the Victorian School Building
Authority and Transurban regarding the provision of
funding for new double-storey portable classrooms for
Strathmore Secondary College.
The CityLink widening project is undoubtedly having
an impact on the school. The member for Essendon and
I both understand this, and that is why together we have
been working with the school community, the Minister
for Education and the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety towards a constructive solution that will address

Strathmore Secondary College is certainly a great
school.
Ms Thomson — A great school!
Ms BLANDTHORN — It is a great school, as the
member for Footscray understands, being a former
student of Strathmore Secondary College. It sits in the
district of Essendon, but obviously a large number of its
students come from the zone, which is in the district of
Pascoe Vale. The member for Essendon is a great
advocate for the school, and he and I have been
working closely with the school community on this
project and also in terms of securing planning money
for the school in the last state budget.

Darley school bus services
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — My request for
action is to the Minister for Public Transport. The
action I seek is for the minister to pick up the telephone
and speak with Mr Scott Klauber of Ballan, who awaits
a return phone call from the minister. Mr Scott Klauber
of Ballan has three children; two go to school in
Ballarat and one, his 13-year-old daughter, goes to
Catholic Regional College in Melton West.
Mr Klauber had been driving his daughter to the Darley
Park bus stop in Darley, from where the myki-enabled
school bus operated by Bacchus Marsh Coaches used to
depart at 8.05 a.m. until about 9 May 2016. This bus
had been overcrowded, so the schedule has now been
changed so it departs at 7.52 a.m., which is too early for
Mr Klauber’s children and the children of some other
parents. While there may be an 8.07 a.m. bus from a
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different location — Halletts Way in Upper Darley —
Mr Klauber has been unable to confirm this with the
bus company. Mr Klauber allegedly contacted the bus
company, with no resolution. He informed me that he
then spoke with Larissa Scanlon, regional bus contracts
manager, Public Transport Victoria (PTV), who
informed him that PTV has little power in that the bus
company can change schedules at will without
consultation.
Mr Klauber is particularly concerned at the way in
which these myki-enabled school bus timetables can
suddenly change with no discussion with the
community. Mr Klauber then spoke with the minister’s
office on or about 17 May and was informed that
someone would get back to him that day or the next
day.
Bacchus Marsh and Melton are two of Victoria’s fastest
growing communities — as you would well know,
Deputy Speaker — with almost 100 new residents
moving into the City of Melton each week and the
Shire of Moorabool’s population in recent times
increasing annually by 3.3 per cent, a very high growth
rate. It may be possible for the bus company and PTV
to re-examine the area’s school bus routes to try to
maximise the effectiveness and efficiency of these
routes. The action I seek is for the minister to pick up
the telephone and speak with Mr Klauber, who awaits a
return phone call from her.

Strathmore Secondary College
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is for the minister to provide an update on the
negotiations between the Victorian School Building
Authority, VicRoads and Transurban in relation to the
provision of funding for new double-storey portables at
Strathmore Secondary College, which would mitigate
some of the immediate impacts of the new Bell Street
bridge.
The Tulla widening project is a significant road
upgrade to CityLink from the West Gate Freeway to
Melbourne Airport, but the works do have an impact on
the school, which is located right next to a newly
located off ramp. The member for Pascoe Vale and I
were pleased to see that funding was provided for
master planning for Strathmore Secondary College in
the most recent budget. It is an exciting turn of events
for Strathmore Secondary College as the school works
towards a future rebuild; however, there are some
short-term issues in relation to the construction which
would be alleviated by the provision of new
double-storey portables. The intention is for these

Tuesday, 24 May 2016

classrooms to be installed at a location at the school
further from the construction site than where the
existing classrooms currently sit.

Kangaroo control
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — The adjournment matter I
wish to raise tonight is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The action I seek is
for the minister to visit my electorate — ideally
Heathcote — to attend a public forum to hear directly
from residents about the dramatic increase we have
seen in kangaroo numbers in the past 18 months.
Despite the volumes of correspondence that I sent to the
previous minister from residents concerned about the
kangaroo population, nothing has been done. In March
the government released a kangaroo management plan
for public land that proposes no action in the Heathcote
area. Residents have written to me pleading for
something to be done. Many believe that it is only a
matter of time before more people are killed or
seriously injured.
Data released by the RACV earlier this month shows
that 8 out of 10 crashes on Victorian roads involving
animals were caused by kangaroos. In 2011 there were
2986 insurance claims in Victoria for damaged cars.
Last year there were 4443 claims — including my
own — all caused by kangaroos. That is an increase of
almost 50 per cent in four years. Data from VicRoads
shows that the number of motorists who sustained
injuries from collisions with kangaroos also reached a
10-year high of 128 last year.
This issue does not seem to be on the government’s
radar at all. There was not a single mention of
kangaroos and the danger they pose to motorists in
country Victoria in the government’s new road safety
strategy. The government plans to reduce speed limits,
but it is doing nothing to address a growing cause of
accidents on roads in central Victoria. Locals believe
the increase in numbers can in part be attributed to the
seasonal conditions. Numbers bred up over a number of
good years, but now feed is in scarce supply and people
are concerned that there is not enough vegetation to
support the increased population. Increasingly
kangaroos are venturing closer to people’s homes in the
search for food. This has led to a number of reports of
people being attacked near houses and of people who
are too afraid to put the washing out because of the
threatening nature of some kangaroos in their backyard.
I have had reports of one man whose ear was torn off
and another who was collected by a kangaroo while
jogging in Heathcote.

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 24 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

Then there is the welfare of the animals themselves. I
hate hitting a kangaroo, seeing it drag itself off into the
bush and feeling powerless to help it. That is a cruel
death. Kangaroos are part of our landscape. The
government cannot prevent every accident with
kangaroos, but it does have a responsibility to control
them, and at present it is failing. The population is just
not sustainable, and it is not humane to allow them to
grow in uncontrollable numbers.

Mentone Park Primary School
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I raise an
adjournment matter this evening for the Minister for
Education. The action I seek is for the minister to visit
Mentone Park Primary School to discuss the school’s
future needs and priorities. Mentone Park Primary
School is a school of nearly 300 students, and a
population in the City of Kingston that is expected to
grow by 20 per cent over the coming 10 years not only
presents Mentone Park Primary School community
with a challenge where the school is trying to deal with
increased student numbers but also with an opportunity
to think about the future, think about what the school’s
master plan might be and think about what it wants to
achieve for the students in the coming years.
It goes without saying that the local region and the City
of Kingston — and the City of Bayside — were very
fortunate in this state budget, particularly one of the
neighbouring schools, Parktone Primary School, which
after many months was able to secure funding for a new
school hall, and Mordialloc Beach Primary School,
which will have refurbishment works done to some of
its buildings. It goes without saying that the biggest
local commitment was an additional $13.5 million for
Beaumaris College, which was an outstanding example
of the community coming together to support education
in our region and a school that was written off by the
previous government. This will be a $20 million school
facility — a fantastic outcome for our local region.
This building agenda is quite significant, and we cannot
stop in our tracks, so this takes us to conversations
about the future needs of Mentone Park Primary
School. I want to pay tribute to Kendra Parker and her
team, who have done an outstanding job in supporting
their students in a fantastic educational environment. I
had the chance to catch up with her team last week to
get an update on their priorities. I am catching up with
members of the school council in the coming week, and
I look forward to working with them over the coming
months on their journey as we try to assess what their
future needs are. The first step in that is to get the
education minister, who has been to my area a number
of times, down to Mentone Park Primary School to visit
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Kendra Parker and have a chat about those future
priorities. I look forward to welcoming him to our
community very soon.

Doncaster Gardens Primary School
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My contribution is
directed to the Minister for Education. My request of
him is to address the growing student numbers at
Doncaster Gardens Primary School. Specifically the
minister needs to meet with the school’s leadership
group, listen to its plans to accommodate its growth and
implement those plans. Doncaster Gardens Primary
School is an exceptional school in the Warrandyte
electorate. Led by principal Michele Beal, it is one of
the most successful schools in the area, with students
who are engaged and happy to learn. The success of the
school has led to a rapidly trending increase in student
enrolments — some would say a good problem to
have — and the school welcomes all those who wish to
join. Student numbers are now at 650 and are expected
to climb in coming years.
Unfortunately available play space has become a major
issue at a school built to accommodate 450 students.
This has meant that the portables brought in for these
growing numbers have significantly impacted on
available play areas. While already under the mandated
amount of play space required for this number of
students, the official area the school has available for
play does not take into account the steepness of some of
the areas on the school site. In reality this makes those
areas unsuitable, limiting play space even more. With
the junior school students currently using a blocked-off
driveway to play on during recess and lunchtimes, this
is clearly a situation that cannot continue.
Fortunately Mrs Beal and her team have a solution. In
the short term the replacement of the existing three
double portables with two new double two-storey
portables would free up some play space immediately.
In the longer term, if the school’s entitlement to a
full-sized gym were fulfilled, the existing gym space
could be turned into classroom space, allowing
additional portables to be removed. This is an important
issue and one that the growing numbers of students will
not allow to be ignored. I urge the minister to meet with
the school community as a matter of urgency and assist
it in planning for the growth that will occur in the
school’s bright future.

Merriang Special Developmental School
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to raise
a matter with the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is that the Minister visit Merriang Special
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Developmental School in Lalor to watch the student
acrobatics performance and training. Principal Helen
Halley-Coulson, assistant principal Maxine Duncan and
the teachers and staff have some very innovative and
exciting programs on offer for students attending
Merriang. Parents association president Nerida Sebben,
whom I met with recently, has nothing but praise for
the school and the great work that it has done with her
son. She travels a considerable distance every day to get
her son to school and back.
The end-of-year school concert is an event not to be
missed, as it showcases the students’ many talents and
the creative programs at the school. It is also very
entertaining. The acrobatics program run at the school
is instructed by two brothers from the Cirque du Soleil
acrobatics team. Both are exceptional performers and
also great teachers, and of course the troupe is very well
known.
Merriang Special Development School currently has
over 100 students enrolled over two campuses. Stage 1
of the early years campus was built through funding
from the Bracks and Brumby Labor governments and
also federal government support. This stage included a
staffroom, eight classrooms and a therapy pool. The
second stage of the school included plans for a
multipurpose room and other specialist rooms.
However, it was not built when the coalition formed
government in Victoria in 2010. This means that the
school has been left with classrooms only, and this is
unlike any other school in the area or anywhere else. It
does not have a multipurpose room. It does not have a
hall. It does not have a specialist art room or even a
library. Instead the students — 80 of them — cram into
a converted classroom, which makes acrobatic
performances very, very difficult.
Nerida showed me the plan for stage 2, which has been
specially designed to address the sensory needs of a
significant number of students with autism. The school
does lots and lots of fundraising and uses its own
initiative to pay for all sorts of things to support the
students and the school, but it cannot do stage 2 of the
buildings alone. The lack of facilities and specialist
spaces is really holding back these incredibly unique
and creative students. It would be great to see another
partnership between the state and federal governments
to complete stage 2 of Merriang Special Development
School.

Red Hill Consolidated School
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I too wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Education, and it is regarding Red
Hill Consolidated School. I ask that the minister visit
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the school to see firsthand the maintenance and capital
needs of the school. Red Hill Consolidated School has
over 600 students. It is in a bush setting; it actually has
no mains gas, no mains water and no mains sewerage.
It has been there for about 60 years, and in that time,
other than a Building the Education Revolution hall that
was put on the school oval, it has had no upgrades. The
school has been basically self-sufficient — it is in a
fairly high socio-economic area. The school has raised
a lot of funds to meet the maintenance needs, but
unfortunately that does catch up with you after a while,
and it is not enough. For example, in summer a call
goes around to the classrooms to turn the computers off
so that the air conditioners can go on and vice versa in
winter. The school really does need a lot of very, very
basic work done to it.
The last maintenance audit identified $1.3 million
worth of maintenance that needs to be done at the
school, and in government it was one of our policy
commitment to undertake that. Nick Arnott, the school
council president, and principal Leanne Marshall and
her staff do a fantastic job. The school has excellent
results. It is a very popular school with a growing
number of students, so despite the condition and the
amount of money that has to go into the maintenance of
the school, it is doing a fantastic job.
Basically the school’s fundraisers are for maintenance,
and it is hard to keep calling on the community to do
that. In fact the leadership group at the school spends
most of its time worrying about maintenance and fixing
up problems as they arise. Obviously they would much
rather put their energies into educational leadership and
the educational aspects of the school. There are
absolutely no contemporary learning spaces in the
school. The school could fund a lot of that work if it
were not putting the money it raises into maintenance. I
do recognise that under this government the water
supply issues are being addressed, and also the access
issues, because there are steps and stairs right
throughout the place, but after 60 years it really is Red
Hill’s turn for some substantial maintenance and capital
works to be done. Once again I request that the minister
visit to see the needs of Red Hill Consolidated
School — a wonderful school in my electorate.

City of Frankston councillors
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Local Government. The
action I request is that the minister meet with some
Frankston residents and me to discuss local council
issues, specifically how recent reforms to improve
councillor conduct are being implemented and whether
further reforms to improve the accountability of
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councils to their residents will be looked at as part of
this review of the Local Government Act 1989.
Recently Frankston has appeared in the media because
of the actions of councillors who are clearly pushing the
boundaries of common sense. Our local community is
concerned that some councillors are not carrying out
their duties as councillors in the best interests of the
Frankston community. Other concerns are based around
whether councillors are impartially discharging the
powers, authorities and discretions vested in them
through the Local Government Act 1989 to the best of
their skill and judgement. Examples include a
councillor being mentioned on the front page of the
local paper and a councillor being spoken about on
drive-time radio for over an hour last week.
In my opinion we just do not need this. Our community
in Frankston has so many positive stories going on at
the moment. It is such a shame to see our community
dragged down in the media because of a lack of good
judgement. I would welcome the minister visiting my
electorate to share a chat and a cup of the best coffee on
the peninsula with some of my constituents.

Responses
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — A number of
members have raised a number of issues with different
ministers. I will pass those issues on to the relevant
ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.21 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Mountain Highway, Bayswater

1991

the pedestrian underpass at Blackburn railway station as part
of the Blackburn level crossing removal project.
The underpass is narrow and cramped, and it will become
increasingly inadequate for access between north and south of
the railway with the growing number of apartments in this
area.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the Victorian government to widen
the pedestrian underpass at Blackburn railway station for the
benefit of both locals and visitors to Blackburn Station
Village.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

By Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (200 signatures).
This petition draws to the Legislative Assembly’s attention
the desperate need to keep the existing three-lane carriageway
in each direction on Mountain Highway, Bayswater.

Tabled.

As part of the Bayswater level crossing removal project, the
plan is to reduce the road’s capacity by 33 per cent.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bayswater be considered next day on
motion of Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater).

Mountain Highway is a busy thoroughfare for businesses,
local families and those heading to the Dandenong Ranges
and surrounds. The petitioners therefore request that the
Legislative Assembly require the Andrews Labor government
to leave the capacity of Mountain Highway as it is and not
remove any lanes.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Benambra be considered next day on
motion of Mr TILLEY (Benambra).

DOCUMENTS

By Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (944 signatures).

Abortion legislation

Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of concerned residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that because of the abortion legislation
passed in Victoria in 2008:
abortions are allowed to be performed up to the point of
birth;
babies in the womb who have reached the age of
viability and older are being aborted;
it is not necessary for medical care to be provided to
babies who have survived an abortion;
there is no obligation for medical professionals to
facilitate the provision of access to appropriate services
such as pregnancy support, counselling, housing, mental
health and other such services for pregnant women
experiencing physical or emotional distress.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support the Infant Viability Bill 2015
introduced by Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins in the Legislative
Council to rectify the problems with the current law outlined
above.

By Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (2793 signatures).

Blackburn level crossing
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house that the Victorian government is refusing to widen

Monitoring Victoria’s Water Resources — Ordered to
be published
Reducing the Burden of Red Tape — Ordered to be
published
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notice of approval of
an amendment to the Melbourne and Port Phillip planning
scheme — GC44
Professional Standards Act 2003 — Queensland Law Society
Professional Standards Scheme under s 14 (Gazette S134,
5 May 2016)
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR 45
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 — SR 46
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rule 45
Victorian Law Reform Commission — Use of Regulatory
Regimes in Preventing the Infiltration of Organised Crime
into Lawful Occupations and Industries — Ordered to be
published.
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Country football and netball program
Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) — I would like to
make mention of a very important funding program that
we recently announced, and that is the country football
and netball program. That program was started by the
Bracks government back in 2006. We have now
announced and confirmed our dedication to this fund of
some $8 million. Of course that will be supplemented
by AFL Victoria and Netball Victoria contributing a
combined $1 million as well.
One of the recent announcements that I have made is a
$100 000 grant to the Anakie Football and Netball
Club, and the Anakie pavilion will have dedicated
home and away team changing rooms and showers. I
also announced that the Barrack Reserve community
pavilion in Heathcote will receive $2.7 million overall
from various stakeholders to enable upgrade works to
get underway. Netballers are set to be big winners, with
the construction of an outdoor netball court and lighting
giving teams who were sharing the tennis courts the
safer and dedicated netball court that they need and
deserve. This project will ensure the Heathcote Football
Netball Club and the Heathcote Junior Football Netball
Club can grow in the future. Also there was the
announcement about the Whittlesea Football and
Netball Club; there is $100 000 towards that very
worthy project as well.

Michael Taylor
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I had the pleasure of
again joining the Mornington Country Fire Authority
(CFA) brigade for its annual dinner. The evening met
the brigade’s usual high standard and showcased the
tremendous work that dedicated band of volunteers and
career firefighters deliver for the benefit of my
community. A particular highlight this year was the
presentation to Michael Taylor, AFSM, of the CFA’s
outstanding service award. Michael, or Mick, or
Squizzy, as he is known to the brigade, is a worthy
recipient of the CFA’s most prestigious internal award.
The medal recognises outstanding or meritorious
service, a high level of commitment over a significant
period or outstanding leadership within the CFA.
Mr Taylor easily meets every one of those criteria. He
joined the Mornington Urban Fire Brigade on
25 November 1957 and has served his community and
the state for more than 58 years. In total he has served
in brigade leadership roles for over 20 years, including
7 years as captain, officer in charge.
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Beyond the brigade, Mr Taylor has for many years
been a leader at regional and state level. While his roles
are too numerous to mention, some highlights include a
term as inaugural president of Regional Council no. 8
in 1975–6; as president of the Victorian Urban Fire
Brigades Association in 1993–4 and again in 1996–7;
and more than 20 years as a member of the executive of
the Eastern Districts Fire Brigades Association, of
which he was senior vice-president from 1998–2013.
As the citation noted in part, Michael John Taylor has
delivered outstanding service to the Mornington Fire
Brigade, CFA, and is an outstanding advocate for and
supporter of volunteers and his community. Worthy of
particular recognition is Michael’s passion and
dedication to advocating for and supporting CFA
volunteers throughout his long and unswerving service
to volunteer associations prior to and since their
unification as Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria. This is
a worthy award. Congratulations, Michael.

Wendouree Neighbourhood Centre
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — It was fantastic to be
at Wendouree Neighbourhood Centre for its Give
Happy, Live Happy event. This event acknowledges
and celebrates the many volunteers in our community,
and it was a great honour to present the volunteers with
their certificates. What I found really amazing was the
number of volunteers who received multiple
certificates — those people who generously volunteer
across a number of areas. Wendouree West is a
wonderful community, and I always enjoy going there
and catching up with everyone. I love the initiative that
is shown and the loyalty and dedication to the
community.
I want to congratulate the great people of Wendouree
West on their recent grant of $200 000 for their project
Strengthening Community Connections. This is an
innovative project that will bring families and the
community together through a range of activities
designed to enhance community participation, improve
social networks and build the resilience of locals. We
know that building stronger, healthier and more
inclusive communities leads to safer communities. This
project will be driven by a number of partners: Ballarat
City Council, Ballarat Community Health Centre,
Exodus Community, the Department of Health and
Human Services and the Department of Justice and
Regulation — all led by Wendouree Neighbourhood
Centre.
Congratulations to all those who were involved in
putting together the application, those who know their
community so well, and I look forward to seeing
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Wendouree West go from strength to strength. I am so
proud that the Andrews Labor government invests in
localised and community-led crime prevention
initiatives such as this one.

Victoria University
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Congratulations
to staff, students and alumni of Victoria University at
Footscray on celebrating its 100th birthday. From its
early beginnings as Footscray Technical School in 1916
to Footscray Institute of Technology and now the
university of opportunity, industry and community, I
congratulate it. As an alumni, as I know you are too,
Speaker, I have had the opportunity of serving on the
foundation for 20 years as a director, and have seen this
university grow into a great university of opportunity.
The centenary will provide an opportunity for members
and the community to get behind some great projects,
including the Centenary Scholarships Fund, Footscray
University Town, healthy communities and the
redevelopment of the historical land titles office.

1993

Medicare and certainly the biggest change ever to
specialist disability and eligible community mental
health services.
The Andrews Labor government is a proud supporter of
the national disability insurance scheme — the NDIS
that we all agreed to in 2013 and the NDIS that we
signed up to co-manage with the commonwealth in
2015. A key part of this new model is making sure that
we get the pricing infrastructure right. In particular the
personal care and community participation 2016–17
price review of the National Disability Insurance
Agency (NDIA) is an opportunity for the NDIA to get
this key issue right. That is why the NDIA price review
must account for a number of principles in setting a fair
price as the foundation for the scheme. It must
effectively support the skills and training of the
workforce and support the creation of skilled and
well-supported workforce growth. It must underpin
innovation and sector growth, and overall it must
deliver a better life for people with a disability, their
carers and their families.

I particularly want to acknowledge the fine leadership
of chancellor George Pappas, vice-chancellor Peter
Dawkins and foundation chair Susan Alberti, who
significantly donated to the centenary campaign —
around $2.5 million between them — and in fact the
Speaker and I and others were there at the dinner just
recently when the vice-chancellor, along with Susan
Alberti, stood up and made this pledge. It shows great
leadership on the part of both of them. I look forward to
continuing my involvement with this great university,
and I urge all Victorians to get behind the centenary
campaign appeal.

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I would like to take this
opportunity to congratulate one of my local
organisations, the Sunraysia Information and Referral
Service, otherwise known as SIRS, which has won a
2016 Minister for Health volunteer award for an
outstanding achievement by a volunteer improving the
patient experience. SIRS provides a vital service for
residents who are required to travel to receive specialist
medical attention, and I congratulate it on its
recognition.

Police resources

Fruit fly

Mr SOUTHWICK — I also note we have a new
Minister for Police, and we are still waiting for an
additional divisional van in the City of Glen Eira —
140 000 people and one divisional van. We desperately
need more police — new police minister, same old
story.

National disability insurance scheme
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — The national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) will start to roll out as of 1 July after a
three-year trial in the Barwon region, commencing in
the north-eastern metropolitan areas of Melbourne and
then progressively across the rest of Victoria over the
next three years. We are on the verge of the biggest
change to the funding, organisation and delivery of
community and social services in our nation since

Sunraysia Information and Referral Service

Mr CRISP — Fruit fly is a pest of significance to
the horticultural industries in north-western Victoria. I
wish to place on the record my thanks to those who
organised an information evening for table grape
growers and my appreciation of the table grape
industry’s active involvement in managing this pest.

Mildura Field Days
Mr CRISP — It was time again for the Mildura
Field Days, and they were again a huge success. A
large number of exhibitors and a strong crowd helped
showcase Mildura’s agricultural strength. This has
become a vital part of our community.

YLab
Mr CRISP — YLab is an initiative of the
Parliament of Victoria and youth networks to allow

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
1994

ASSEMBLY

younger people to meet and participate in workshops
with parliamentarians. The member for Murray Plains
and I attended the Swan Hill YLab, with the
parliamentarians leaving with a better understanding of
youth issues and youth perceptions of Parliament and
the young participants leaving with a better
understanding of our democracy and a number of them
planning to enrol to vote.

Nichols Point Primary School
Mr CRISP — The Heritage Council of Victoria has
conducted a heritage hearing on whether the original
Nichols Point Primary School should be heritage listed.
I congratulate Mandy Gowty and Jason Modica on
putting together a strong team to give evidence. Glenn
Miller, a local historian, led off. Stefano de Pieri made a
passionate contribution, and Ross Lake provided details
of the significance of the people who have passed
through the building.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — ‘The past is
never dead. It’s not even past’. Nowhere is Faulkner’s
insight more apt on Anzac Day than Broadmeadows,
where the diggers, light horsemen and Victoria Cross
winners were trained and dispatched to fight at
Gallipoli from a camp that, with the ebb and flow of
history, decades later became a migrant hostel where
Turkish families first called Australia home. I would
like to acknowledge the Turkish sub-branch of the
Victorian RSL and its redoubtable leader, Ramazan
Altintas, for commemorating the strength of the human
spirit and the value of mateship. I also acknowledge
former Premier Ted Baillieu for his ongoing work in
commemorating the spirit of Anzac.
Broadmeadows is where the Johnnies and the Mehmets
now live side by side. I would like to also acknowledge
Collingwood Football Club president, Eddie McGuire,
who each year has supported the Side by Side project,
using footy to connect cultures in a community that has
evolved into virtually the United Nations in one
neighbourhood. This year he was joined by AFL legend
and four-time Essendon premiership coach Kevin
Sheedy. Side by Side is a project I will continue to
develop to build teamwork and mateship.
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concentrate on spirituality, humility and patience as the
pillars of faith.

Freedom of information
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I rise to speak on the
third of the coalition’s FOI awards, which we give to
departments and FOI officers in the government which
show an appalling failure on the part of this government
to live up to the transparency it promised before the last
election. This week’s award goes to the Department of
Health and Human Services where, in response to
requests for emails from the office of the secretary and
undersecretary, which were later confined to the office
of the secretary, the department, by way of letters from
the manager, freedom of information, Stephanie
Hamilton, wrote back and said that it would be too
onerous for the department to conduct email searches of
the office of the secretary.
So we cannot even search the emails of the secretary or
emails of the office of the secretary because that would
be too onerous, she tells us. She says, ‘It has been
estimated that a search that covers the office of the
secretary rather than a single email account of the
secretary would be very time consuming’. ‘Oh sorry!’,
we say. That is their job to do. We think it sets a very
poor precedent for FOI in this state if people cannot
even search the email accounts of the secretaries of
departments on important matters like incident reports
and allocation rates; that is an appalling failure of this
government to live up to the transparency it promised.

Stefanie Perri and Paul Klisaris
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I take the
opportunity today to acknowledge Stefanie Perri and
Paul Klisaris. Stefanie and Paul were Monash
councillors up until a few weeks ago when they both
resigned to run for election for the commonwealth
Parliament. Stefanie served as councillor for close to
two terms and served twice as mayor. Paul Klisaris
served as a councillor for 14 years and served as mayor
for three terms. I wish them both well in the pursuit of a
seat in our nation’s Parliament. The people of Chisholm
and Aston will be very well served by their experience,
leadership and integrity.

Cr Geoff Lake
The Meadow Heights Mosque is also playing a vital
role locally in trying to further social cohesion, along
with the Alfred Deakin Institute for Citizenship and
Globalisation, which is using education to combat
discrimination. Many initiatives are important to reflect
on, especially on the eve of Ramadan, when Muslims

Mr DIMOPOULOS — I want to acknowledge the
newly elected mayor of Monash, Geoff Lake. Geoff is
one of the most effective and talented local councillors.
He has served with distinction for 16 years, and he has
also represented local government at state and national
levels, including having a seat at the table of the
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Council of Australian Governments. All three of the
individuals I have mentioned this morning have served
their communities extraordinarily well. They have
helped shape one of Victoria’s most successful councils
from the perspective of fiscal and budgetary
management, excellent governance and first-class
service delivery for residents.

of aged residents in Ararat and the surrounding districts
will increase, which will create a higher demand for
aged-care beds at both Willaura and Ararat. I ask the
minister to urgently allocate $600 000 for this essential
health service infrastructure.

Members will recall the extraordinary circumstances
one week into the 2013 federal election when Geoff
Lake was disendorsed as a Labor candidate for Hotham
following the rehashing on the front page of the Herald
Sun of an incident which occurred some 12 years earlier
at Monash City Council, when the council was bitterly
divided. I was pleased to see a review has recently been
completed for the Victorian branch of the ALP into the
circumstances of that decision by John Lenders, a
former Treasurer of Victoria and a member of this
chamber and the other place.

Ms KEALY — I congratulate Tom Guthrie of
Grampians Estate winery for recently being awarded
the very first life membership of the Grampians Grape
Escape. Tom has worked tirelessly for 25 years to
promote, coordinate, volunteer and exhibit at the
Grampians Grape Escape, with his wife Sarah working
hard by his side. The award is a fitting
acknowledgement of Tom’s commitment to the event,
winemaking and the Grampians. Well done, Tom, and
thank you for all you have done for our region.

In his detailed findings John Lenders concluded that,
notwithstanding the disendorsement, Geoff ‘remains a
fit and proper person suitable to be endorsed as an ALP
candidate at a future election’. Relevantly, Mr Lenders
also identified the key reason for the decision to
disendorse him was not because of the matters reported
but because of a further unsubstantiated allegation that
was raised with the national secretary of the ALP — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Tom Guthrie

Suzanne Bysouth and Kym Bateson
Ms KEALY — I would like to put on the record my
great appreciation and thanks for the work of my
fabulous staff members Suzanne Bysouth and Kym
Bateson. These wonderful women work exceptionally
hard to support me and the electorate, while always
focusing on helping our constituents to resolve issues
and make Lowan a better place. Thank you for all your
hard work, passion and enthusiasm. It is a privilege to
work with both of you.

Pascoe Vale Primary School
Country Fire Authority Hamilton air base
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It is exceptionally
disappointing for the volunteer members of the
Hamilton Country Fire Authority air base that stage 2
of the redevelopment was not funded by the Andrews
Labor government in this year’s budget. This essential
project will significantly improve fire management in
the Grampians and south-west Victoria. It is a great
shame that Labor has such little understanding of fire
risk in country Victoria and that it refuses to build on
the good work of the previous Liberal-Nationals
government and complete this vital air base upgrade. I
note the minister is in the chamber today, and I urge her
to urgently find the money for this project so that the air
base is upgraded by the start of the next fire season.

Willaura Health Care
Ms KEALY — The East Grampians Health Service
is in need of funding to complete a much-needed
$2 million redevelopment of Willaura Health Care.
This redevelopment is vital, as the building is
significantly aged and it is predicted that the population

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — On Friday,
13 May, I attended the opening of the Anzac Children’s
Friendship Garden and bike shed at Pascoe Vale
Primary School. This project has been well over a
year — nearly two years — in the making.
The school leaders organised a very impressive
ceremony for the opening of the garden and the new
bike shed, which included a presentation of the poem In
Flanders Fields, the national anthem and, importantly,
the story of the Anzacs, including those who came from
Pascoe Vale and whose memorials are featured in the
garden. They are William Allison Blair, John Murray
Blair, Carl Seale Cooling, Joseph Crowley, Louis
Diamond, Percy Ernest Farleigh, Edmund Baron
Goldsmith, Charles Johnson, Henry Jones, Edward
Joseph Kernan, Eliel Harold Huntington Peck,
Frederick Sydney Robinson, William Wallace and
Herman Willersdorf. All of these men were courageous
soldiers who came from the Pascoe Vale region, and
most are considered to have attended Pascoe Vale
Primary School.
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The children who participated in the service to honour
those Anzacs from Pascoe Vale were Sophia, Lucas,
Cody, Ethan, Natasha, Charlotte, Despina, Zeyn,
Daniel, Abby, Mia and Natasha. I would particularly
like to thank Mitchell, one of the sports captains, who
gave me a very thorough tour of the garden and the bike
shed. While he was a North Melbourne supporter, he
was somewhat sympathetic to the Richmond Football
Club. I would also like to thank Susan Smith, the
principal of the school, and assistant principal Anne
Naughton, as well as the very capable school council
president, Nella.

Irabina Autism Services
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — On 10 May I went down
to my colleague’s electorate of Bayswater to meet with
CEO Debra Goldfinch and executive relationships
manager Orla Murphy at Irabina Autism Services,
following on from Orla’s attendance at my autism
forum in April. Irabina sets a strong industry
benchmark using an evidence-based approach to early
intervention and the management of autism spectrum
disorders. It helps parents to develop tools to cope
better at home, making a huge difference not only to the
family’s quality of life but also to how they progress
their child’s development. I was given a guided tour of
the facility which, although modest, is incredible in
terms of the effort that has gone into creating an
interesting but not overwhelming environment for
children who struggle with overstimulation as part of
autism spectrum disorder.
An issue that was raised was the growing concerns
about the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS)
and funding shortfalls if a client fails to attend a
session. The specialist will still have to be paid — will
the client have to pay even though there is
non-attendance? While Irabina is hopeful that the NDIS
may enable an extension to certain services, there are
many unanswered questions that need to be answered
by both levels of government to give service providers
and families greater certainty.

Maria McCarthy
Mrs FYFFE — It was a pleasure to be on hand on
Wednesday, 18 May, to officially launch MM Essential
Treatments of Hardy Street, Lilydale. Small business
owner Maria McCarthy certainly is an example of an
incredible local businesswoman who always ‘makes it
happen’ through creativity and sheer tenacity. A
number of my colleagues know Maria through her
other role as a councillor and former mayor at Yarra
Ranges council where she has developed a reputation
for her strong customer service focus. It was a great
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official opening, and I wish Maria and her team all the
best.

Pride of Workmanship awards
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — On Monday, 23 May,
I had the pleasure of attending the Rotary Club of
Keilor East’s annual vocational awards night, the Pride
of Workmanship awards. The Pride of Workmanship
campaign was launched by Rotary in 1975, and its
objective is to promote vocational service by
encouraging pride of workmanship in all vocations and
to provide civic leaders with the opportunity to
acknowledge outstanding local businesses, employees
and citizens. The objective of the Pride of
Workmanship awards is to honour those people,
irrespective of age, gender or vocation, who show a
distinct quality in their approach, attitude and
dedication to their vocation. I very much enjoyed the
night, listening to the awardees’ backgrounds and
hearing examples of their demonstrated commitment to
their respective vocations, equally matched by their
sense of community.
Pride of Workmanship is not a competition, and there
are no winners. It is a recognition of individual
achievement and commitment. My sincere
congratulations to all awardees and their nominators:
Paul Michael, manager of the Little Sister cafe at the
Centreway, nominated by John Walsh; Debi Birch and
Helen Chester of Yarra Community Housing,
nominated by Brett Bedson; Layla Younan of Pennisi
Real Estate located on Keilor Road, nominated by
David Barnes; Kim Busuttil, owner of the Dog’s Bath
in Keilor East, nominated by Lloyd and Betty
Lancaster; and Caroline Kiefer of the special care unit
at Sunshine Hospital, nominated by Liz and Joe Albioli.
As I committed on that night, I will take our miniature
schnauzer, Tess, to the Dog’s Bath in Keilor East and
enjoy a great coffee around the corner at the Little
Sister cafe. Congratulations once again to all awardees.
Finally, I take this opportunity to congratulate Gerard
Mahoney on his two outstanding years as president of
the Keilor East Rotary Club. I also congratulate Joe
Albioli, who on 27 June will become the new president.
Well done, Joe, and best wishes.

Vision Australia
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — Last week I
attended a morning tea at Vision Australia in Warragul
to celebrate Volunteers Day and to thank its amazing
band of volunteers. About 60 volunteers attended the
celebration, with many of them receiving service
awards spanning from 1 to 20 years. Vision Australia
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delivers its support services from the Warragul facility,
which also provides outreach services right across
Gippsland. Deb Deshayes and her staff are a very well
coordinated team of highly qualified and dedicated
professionals, well supported by volunteers and held in
very high regard by their clients.

Dairy industry
Mr BLACKWOOD — Dairy farmers in Gippsland
and across Victoria were rocked by recent decisions by
processors to cut the milk price retrospectively and
effective almost immediately. That decision by Murray
Goulburn and Fonterra should be reversed. The impact
of poor financial management and bad governance
should not be passed on to those least able to cope with
a massive reduction in their income — farmers already
struggling with drought. Recent state government
announcements of increased support are welcome. The
work of the Dairy Industry Taskforce has produced a
range of measures that will certainly assist farmers over
the next 12 months, but ongoing monitoring of the
situation is going to be critical.
I have met with many farmers over the past two weeks
and will continue to do all I can to help, but what has
been truly amazing is the support being offered from
our local community. A great example of this was the
retired couple who came to my office last week and
offered to provide babysitting services for the children
of young farming families. The resilience of our
farmers and the generosity of the Gippsland community
never cease to amaze me.

Forced marriage
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Everyone
in Australia should be free to choose whether they
marry or not and who they marry. This statement is not
true for certain people. I refer to the practice of forced
marriages in Australia, a practice which is not
uncommon despite the laws against it. Forced marriage
occurs when a person marries without free and full
consent. It can happen when a person is brought into
the country in order to be married and when a person is
taken to an overseas country for the purpose of a forced
marriage. The reasons for these types of marriages can
be complex and diverse, but whatever the reason may
be, in Australia this is illegal.
According to the Royal Commission into Family
Violence, 42 cases of forced marriage were referred to
the Australian Federal Police between March 2013 and
2015; however, little is known about the prevalence of
this practice in Australia. During the royal commission
a young girl revealed:
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It’s so common here among my relatives to not even ask the
young people and to go to Afghanistan and get a person to
marry them.

The Royal Commission into Family Violence groups
forced marriage with female genital mutilation and
dowry-related violence as forms of family violence
experienced by culturally and linguistically diverse
women. Unfortunately the report states that in the past
these forms of abuse have not been readily recognised
as family violence. The reality is that refusal by young
women or men to marry almost equates to losing the
love and support of the family. Some young women
facing forced marriages turn to professionals for help
but do not receive appropriate assistance. It is of
paramount importance to assert that culture is not a
cause of family violence, nor does culture excuse
violent and abusive behaviour. We must work towards
becoming more culturally educated and culturally
sensitive in order for these women to gain the
confidence that this country they now call home will
grant them the protection they so dearly need.

Drought assistance
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — The pressing issue I wish
to raise for my electorate is the drought and rural
assistance package, which this Labor government has
poured $27 million into, and how poorly targeted this
program is. I have been contacted by a number of
farmers with properties in my electorate, and I am
under no illusions that there are far more who have had
nothing but the run-around when trying to access grants
and funding to help them stay afloat and rebuild in this
desperate period. Rather than the Labor government
targeting money to help farmers and other small
businesses access money to rebuild their farms, as
farmers know best, the government is pouring money
into more public servants. Only one drought-stricken
family has benefited from the ill-titled Back to Work
scheme.
Rather than training on the job, which is how
generations of farmers have cut their teeth working
with mum and dad, drought funding is pressing them
into the four walls of training providers and learning
from the blackboard. While Labor’s drought funding is
busy building buttresses for its ivory towers of public
servants and people to advise farmers on how to farm,
the real people of Ripon and their communities are
suffering. It is rural jobs that will pick up
drought-stricken Victoria, not oodles of money poured
into programs that in totality will only help those
people keep their heads barely above water. I promise
the people of Ripon I will keep fighting for them. I call
on this inept Labor government to give the people of
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Victoria real drought relief and to stop the disgraceful
waste and mismanagement of public funds.

Sherbourne Primary School
Ms WARD (Eltham) — Sherbourne Primary School
is yet another fantastic school in the Eltham district. It
is a school that values education and values community.
This is why it is so important to have a special day to
acknowledge and promote walking safely to school. It
not only recognises the many kids and their parents and
carers who walk with them to school and it not only
highlights the health benefits of walking or of riding a
bike or scooter to school but also highlights the
importance of doing it safely. This is why a school
crossing supervisor like Vicki Johnson is so clearly
loved by her community. I could see the other morning
that Vicki does an excellent job of looking after her
students, not only seeing them safely across the road
but also keeping an eye out for each child and how they
are travelling in themselves.
I very much enjoyed meeting Imogen, Olivia, Sam and
Blake last week, and I congratulate them and acting
principle Maree Taylor on the great work that is going
on at Sherbourne Primary School. It is a fantastic
school, and I really hope that Banyule council gets
together with the school and works out how to continue
to support the school crossing, because I know the
funding from VicRoads will be there and it is up to
Banyule to work out how it wants to distribute it. I do
hope the council will support Sherbourne Primary
School and its school crossing supervisor, and I
encourage it to do so.

St Francis Xavier Primary School,
Montmorency
Ms WARD — Last Friday was National Walk
Safely to School Day, and it was fantastic to meet with
Milly, Charlie, Mackenzie, Atticus, Sienna, Ella, Finny,
Bella, Sabrina, John, Henry, Joel and Lachlan from
St Francis Xavier Primary School at the park at Sylvan
Street, Montmorency, and to kick a footy around and
have a chat with them about the many great things
happening at St Francis Xavier Primary School.
St Francis is yet another great example of the excellent
schools we have in the Eltham electorate. They are
schools that not only value the importance of education
but also celebrate community. I look forward to seeing
the wonderful renovations the school will soon be
undertaking with the support of the Andrews
government.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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South-West Coast electorate tertiary education
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — Since
Deakin University announced it was reviewing the
operations of its Warrnambool campus in March, my
community has united for one common purpose: to
retain tertiary education in the region. Earlier this
month Deakin University announced it has a formal
offer for the Ballarat-based Federation University to
take over course offerings at the campus.
This development is encouraging. Federation
University has a strong track record in developing
higher education in regional areas, and I believe the
Warrnambool campus would do well under its
leadership. I also believe that there is overwhelming
support for Federation University in the community and
that it would be welcomed into the region with open
arms. While no decision has yet been made, both
universities are on the record saying their discussions
have been productive and are ongoing.
A new community committee has been formed, with
representatives from the education sector, local
business and industry as well as local government. The
main desire is to see the continuation of higher
education in the region and to support the future of the
campus. I back the group 100 per cent and congratulate
it on taking a proactive approach.
I believe it is absolutely vital a university campus
remains in Warrnambool servicing the entire western
district and across into south-eastern South Australia.
Our young people and those who may be looking to
find a new career through mature-age study deserve to
be able to study close to home. For many the costs
associated with moving to Melbourne will be too great,
so their university dreams will never come to fruition. I
implore both Deakin and Federation universities to
continue their discussions and develop a solution which
will ensure South-West Coast students have access to
higher education close to home.

Anzac Day
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I was honoured and
humbled to be able to attend this year’s Anzac dawn
service at Gallipoli, along with the member for
Rowville and Mr Khalil Eideh, a member in the other
place. This was, not surprisingly, a very moving
service, set against the floodlit Gallipoli cove.
Commencing with a didgeridoo and featuring Maori
singing, this service helped me to appreciate the events
at Gallipoli 101 years ago. On the preceding day we
had attended the international service arranged by the
Turkish government, where representatives of over
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12 countries who fought on both sides of the
Dardanelles campaigns of 1915 were in attendance. In
attending both events we were able to talk with
representatives from the many countries, including
Britain, France, Germany, India, Pakistan and
Bangladesh, to gain an appreciation of the Dardanelles
campaigns from their different perspectives and hence
broaden our understanding of the campaign.
I want to commend the Australian and New Zealand
governments for their parts in arranging the ceremony
at Gallipoli, and I want to commend the Turkish
government for its organisation of the ceremony the
day before. I also wish to thank the Turkish Consul
General, Mr Mehmet Küçüksakallı, for his support of
our travel to Turkey and the Australian Turkish
Advocacy Alliance, which assisted with travel
arrangements. Its representative who joined us on our
travels, Mrs Nevin Huseyin, was also invaluable in
providing her knowledge of Turkey and the Turkish
language and her generosity of spirit to ensure that we
gained the maximum from our trip.
With this assistance we were able to meet with
members of the Turkish Parliament, with Turkish
business leaders and with local government officials as
well as visiting schools and a university. Clearly there
is a strong bond — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — The
member’s time has expired.

Geelong electorate
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — It was a great pleasure
to have the Victorian Treasurer visit Geelong last week.
The Treasurer spent the day in Geelong talking to
organisations about the recent state budget. Our first
visit was to Belmont High School, a large school in my
electorate that has an enrolment of over 1200 students.
We discussed the recent budget commitment of
$5 million and were taken on a tour of the school by
principal Sandra Eglezos, school captains Mhairi Read
and Sam McLachlan, assistant principal Scott Hucker
and school president Andrew King. This is a great
school, and I look forward to seeing its designs for the
upgrade.
The Treasurer and I then moved onto Deakin
University Waterfront campus, where we were met by
the vice-chancellor, Jane den Hollander, and Miranda
Sharp, director of the Melbourne Farmers Markets
Association. There we announced a $30 000 grant for a
feasibility study and start-up activities for a farmers
market in Geelong.
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We moved on to Breakwater, where the Treasurer
announced a $1 million Living Heritage grant for a
heritage wool scour shed that is in need of repair. That
evening the Treasurer attended a budget information
forum — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
The member’s time has expired, and the time for
making statements has now ended.
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Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
on the Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee report into the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) training college at Fiskville. This
report was tabled yesterday, and most of the attention
was directed at the behaviour of senior management
and board members of the CFA — what they knew and
what they did or did not do in allowing exposure to
hazardous materials and contamination of the land
within and without the boundaries of the Fiskville
property, as well as exposure to people.
The role of the past executive management of the CFA
was an important term of reference in this committee’s
inquiry and what it was expected to address. It was
about the exposures, failings and behaviour of the CFA
as to whether it knew. Reports and evidence to the
committee showed there was unconscionable behaviour
on the part of the CFA. The evidence gathered in this
inquiry demonstrates this. The very personal and
heart-wrenching stories about exposure to well-known
toxic chemicals, the illnesses and losses within the
families were very, very important in revealing the truth
about what happened at Fiskville.
I cannot thank enough the hundreds of people who
came forward to tell their stories in order to get to the
truth. In many cases they did not do it for themselves;
in some cases it was too late. But they had a very clear
intention to make sure that they gave evidence and they
provided information so that we got to the truth and
they were part of making sure that this tragedy never
happens again. Many of these people made great
sacrifices. They endured in many cases suspicion and
finger-pointing about why they were doing this to the
CFA but they still came forward in a very courageous
way. I would like to thank them on behalf of the
committee and on behalf of firefighters and really all
Victorians for the great work they did in coming to talk
to the committee and giving their evidence.
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In terms of the inquiry itself, I would also like to thank
the Premier and the Minister for Emergency Services,
who were very moved by the stories they heard prior to
the last state election and at that time made election
commitments that there would be an inquiry into what
had occurred at Fiskville. There were a lot of
allegations and accusations about witch-hunts and all
sorts of things but I think this report and the very, very
strong evidence bears out that they were right in what
they did in standing up and being brave in saying that
there needed to be this inquiry on behalf of those people
who trained and worked at Fiskville.
I would also like to thank the United Firefighters
Union, its secretary Peter Marshall and other members
such as Mick Tisbury who were part of exposing this
issue to the public. We all understand that the CFA —
the countless volunteers and paid firefighters and others
that work for the CFA — is a fantastic organisation.
The grassroots people are very important. They save
lives and they sacrifice themselves in order to protect us
and our properties. None of this report goes in any way
to denigrating or taking away from the very great work
that they do. Again this is about senior managers and
professional managers that are paid to manage
organisations in a proper way, and in this case they did
not do so.
I am also very proud to be part of this Labor
government that cares about working people and the
everyday person, because this is what this is often
about. The health and safety laws that we have at the
moment are laws that were introduced by Labor
governments. I think because of this it is so very
disappointing when we look at organisations and
government agencies like WorkSafe and the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria that really
did nothing to prevent what happened at Fiskville. The
report talks about, for example, that WorkSafe went to
the Fiskville site something like 117 times yet never
addressed things such as buried drums of toxic
chemicals and never addressed many other things.
Again, thank you to all those involved in this report.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2013–14
and 2014–15
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise this morning
to make some comments on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report on the 2013–14 and
2014–15 financial and performance outcomes. I spoke
for 5 minutes, as the segment allows, during the last
sitting week and I just want to pick up where I left off
then and refer to some more recommendations.
Unfortunately I did not get time last sitting week to
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acknowledge the work of my colleagues on the
committee and the staff and I do want to do that. They
are of course the chair, the member for Essendon; my
coalition colleagues, the members for Kew and
Gippsland South; as well as the government members
for Eltham and Oakleigh; and from the other place
Ms Pennicuik, Dr Carling-Jenkins and Ms Shing.
I also want to acknowledge the role of the committee
secretariat in the conduct of the hearings, which were as
I mentioned last sitting week atypical in the context of
the outcomes reports, something that hopefully will be
repeated in future years. Particularly I recognise the
acting executive officer, Phil Mithen; Kathleen Hurley,
the senior research officer; Alejandro Navarette,
research officer; Bill Stent, research officer; Melanie
Hondros, who looks after the office for us and keeps us
plied with paper in voluminous quantities week in,
week out; and Amber Candy, who did the desktop
publishing. It is, I want to acknowledge, a huge strain
on the staff with the volume of work the committee
puts out. With an acting executive officer and a very
full calendar, they do an excellent job. I frequently
acknowledge their role in private, and I think it is
appropriate that we do so in the Parliament as well.
The report includes some 66 findings and
22 recommendations. I want to turn to chapter 3 of the
report, which refers to the overall financial outcomes, in
particular recommendation 4, which is that future
annual financial reports for the state include a
discussion of significant variances between the budget
estimates and the actual results for operating
expenditure by government purpose classification, and
recommendation 5, which refers to a similar gap with
regard to capital and operating expenditure.
With regard to recommendation 4, it is obviously a
change in the manner in which the expenditure is
presented and provides a potentially significant change
in terms of the impact across the government and
national standards of expenditure. If we have
inconsistencies in the manner in which the budget is
presented and then the final accounts are presented, it is
very difficult to establish where the money has gone. In
no way am I suggesting that this is inappropriate
behaviour in terms of being misleading, but it does
make it very, very difficult for members and the public
to understand why there are discrepancies in terms of
spending.
Similarly with regard to recommendation 5, we have
recommended to the government that transfers greater
than $10 million by departments between capital and
operating expenditure should be explained in annual
reports, and I think it is an anomaly that they are not
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currently explained. It makes it difficult to track from
year to year, but it also makes it difficult to track
through the year. You might have an amount presented
as capital in the initial budget papers when in the
budget update it might refer to current and then in the
next year’s budget it might be presented in a contrary
manner again and potentially in another manner in
terms of the annual report. That of course would be an
extreme example and is unlikely to occur in reality, but
at some point between those four documents these
amounts do move around. At the extreme of course if
you have current expenditure moved into capital, it
could make the difference between having a surplus
and having a deficit. I think it is something that is worth
looking at, and I certainly urge the government to
consider that recommendation.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I want to
make a few comments on the Environment, Natural
Resources and Regional Development Committee
report into the Fiskville training college. Yesterday was
quite a significant day for this Parliament. After
18 months of investigation, hundreds of submissions,
weeks of hearings and many personal stories, we got to
put a report to the Parliament that shines a light on
some of the systemic failures of our statutory
authorities. Behind those failures are human stories, and
yesterday’s report will come as a comfort to some that
some of their concerns were vindicated, but for some
people, it must be said, this will be too little, too late.
Those families’ stories are quite telling and quite
significant.
Obviously Brian and Diane Potter were quite
compelling in their story and really shone a light on
2011, but we are also joined today by Matt and Beccara
Lloyd, who really gave the committee, in an early stage
of the inquiry, a window into some of the struggles of
Fiskville and neighbouring properties and some of the
people that were affected, the toll that it has taken on
their family, the burden that it has placed on them and
the uncertainty that so many live with at the moment
about their exposure and the what-ifs — and those
questions continue. This report is about getting to the
bottom of that. The report and the conversation around
the redress scheme are about giving comfort to those
families and trying to get people back on the journey
towards normality after some of those incidents.
One key thing in the report I want to touch on is the
notion that there were lax standards, that government
had to catch up and that statutory authorities were
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trying to understand their legislative requirements, but
it is irrefutable that with the passage of the
Occupational Health and Safety Act in 1985 there were
already responsibilities upon government authorities to
keep their employees safe. Our career and volunteer
firefighters are out there each and every day supporting
and protecting our community, and we owe it to them
to make sure that when they are training they are safe
and they are free from risk at all stages. Some of the
very likely links to sicknesses like cancer and other
illnesses due to chemical exposures resulted from some
of those lax practices.
This report hopefully shines a light on that — that is,
the work of the Environment, Natural Resources and
Regional Development Committee. The committee was
determined to try to be constructive and put answers
and recommendations forward that would make sure
this is not just another report that sits on a shelf but one
that actually drives reform. Some of the discussions
around the inspector-general for emergency
management having more of a say in ensuring safety
and compliance on training college sites is part of that
looking forward to drive reform and change.
It goes without saying that this inquiry was not just the
work of the seven members of Parliament on the
committee. We were supported by a really dedicated
team of parliamentary staff who for months joined us
on that journey. They uncovered and went through
literally hundreds and in some examples thousands of
documents, analysing evidence, cross-referencing
evidence from statutory authorities and then trying to
find answers to really give this committee the
recommendations and findings that would change
outcomes. The year 1971 was when Fiskville was first
established, and through the investigation from that
time to the present day we have finally got to the
bottom of some of those questions and what was
known.
It is irrefutable now, with the passage of this report, that
senior management in the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) knew that sites were contaminated. They were
commissioning reports that told them the sites were
contaminated but were not acting upon that
information. We need to ensure that our statutory
authorities do better into the future. WorkSafe visited
Fiskville 117 times and there was not one look into
those contaminated sites. There was never a question
about the safety of some of the water that was used for
firefighting training or some of the impacts on
neighbouring properties. We have got to do better, and
hopefully the recommendations and findings will drive
that reform, but as important is the redress scheme and
the support for career and volunteer firefighters and for

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
2002

ASSEMBLY

families; for example, Fiskville Primary School was
next door until 1993. Some of the work to support those
people in telling their stories is crucial and not
necessarily just those of CFA members. It is important
to remember the personal stories, and I pay tribute to
those people who shared their accounts with us.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise and make a contribution, as deputy chair of the
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee, on the inquiry into the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) training college at
Fiskville. From the outset I was concerned that the
government had its own agenda and at times I will say I
felt we were justifying a predetermined position, but the
30-odd recommendations we made that developed out
of this inquiry have paved the way towards remedies
and closure for many but certainly just a beginning for
some — for those that have worked and trained at
Fiskville and those that lived there and went to the
school.
No doubt in the 1970s and the 1980s the very basic
training methods held little regard for health and
wellbeing. In the 1990s, the time frame that mostly
concerned the committee, OHS was firmly part of the
employer’s responsibility. It is a grey area as to whether
the CFA did enough to protect human health. There is
no doubt that people have contracted cancer and died
from exposure to various chemicals. Many of those
chemicals were donated as free fuel, which seemed like
a good idea at the time and helped with training but
really did not help the health of those who were using it
or trying to put out those fires. At the same time
unknowingly it was causing cancer.
I am comfortable with the recommendation to put in
place a redress scheme for those whose health was
affected and those who have lost family and colleagues
due to the chemicals that were burnt. Some sort of
compensation is certainly warranted. I think that the
Potter family is an example of that, and many others
will agree.
As to the neighbours who have been affected, like Matt
and Beccara Lloyd, who are in the gallery today, I
certainly applaud their courage for speaking at the
public hearing knowing that speaking out would make
their circumstances more public than they had already
been. Hopefully this courage will be rewarded with an
appropriate compensation or restitution package for this
family. The Lloyds are a young couple trying to raise
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their family without fanfare. They were caught up in
environmental pollution that has affected their property
and their family’s health, and their business certainly
has suffered.
In recommendation 17 the committee asks that a
resolution for the Lloyds’ matter be forthcoming. A
settlement and a relocation for the Lloyds are certainly
in the hands of the government right now. It is
imperative and vital for this family to be given the right
to move on, to free themselves from a life-changing
predicament that was not their fault. My concern is that
some of the decisions made by government preceded
the committee’s decisions. They made for terrific
headlines and political correctness, yet disappointingly
negotiations with the Lloyds have dragged on and on. I
for one will be ready to stand in this place to continue
to advocate for a successful outcome for them, because
I too was once a young farmer, and I certainly
empathise with the Lloyds.
The CFA could have done things better; there is no
doubt about that. Poor record keeping has not helped
with its evidence; however, the whole of the CFA still
provides valuable training for volunteers, and it would
not be right to throw the baby out with the bathwater.
The CFA will have learnt from the past, as we all do —
or we all try to do.
Recommendation 29 recommends a new site, because
Fiskville has been a spiritual site for the CFA, and this
wonderful organisation is primarily a volunteer
organisation. The CFA gives us confidence, and we are
assured that when a fire occurs we have people ready to
support us. The current squabbling caused by a greedy
metropolitan union must not interfere with the
day-to-day operations of this grand organisation. Unless
you live in regional Victoria, you will find it difficult to
comprehend that the CFA is the backbone of many of
our communities.
This is not the end of Fiskville. The committee’s report
addresses the past. Health studies need to be conducted
and a redress grant scheme developed. Certainly there
will be a focus on what can be done currently, seeing
that families and neighbours are acknowledged and
given assistance, and looking to the future, it will
include building a new site which will be managed and
run by the CFA. The training and running of the CFA
must stay within the hands of the CFA. This report is
not a reason to punish the CFA but a wake-up call
regarding past practices and provides guidance and
support to ensure the same does not happen again.
Thanks to my colleagues on this inquiry. On the whole
we worked well together. We sit on different sides of
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the house, but we share a genuine passion for
improving people’s lives. We had a cast of thousands
on the staff over the period of time, including three
executive officers — Greg Gardiner, Janine Bush and
Keir Delaney — but I particularly want to thank the
research officers.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Ms WARD (Eltham) — In speaking to the report
into the training college at Fiskville I firstly want to
thank those who helped bring to this report the depth
and respect the investigation needed. In my short time
here I cannot mention everyone, but I do want to
acknowledge Janine Bush for her tremendous work
ethic and attention to detail. I thank John Aliferis,
Patrick O’Brien and Kelly Butler for their tremendous
research and support. I thank Anita Mackay, who is
here today, and Peter Rozen for their absolute
dedication to getting to the truth. I thank Kieran Crowe
and Christianne Andonovski for being very patient and
extremely helpful.
The secretariat, along with the committee itself, has
worked extremely hard to find the truth of what
happened at Fiskville, and what happened there should
never happen again. I thank those who stepped forward
and told their stories, the people who showed
tremendous bravery in calling out the behaviours they
identified as dangerous and disrespectful. I understand
the very important emotional and historical significance
of Fiskville. This was made very clear to all of us on the
committee. I also understand that there were some who
did not know or understand the damage they were
doing to the environment at Fiskville, the reputation of
the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and the health and
wellbeing of those who worked and trained at Fiskville,
their neighbours and their stock.
I acknowledge the courage and resilience of Matt and
Beccara Lloyd, who have told their truth, told it well
and held up a mirror to the CFA and other departments
and showed them where they are lacking. I thank them
for their courage — I really do. It is great to see them
here today. They deserve to be respected by the CFA,
by their community, by Victorians, by government
departments and by the Andrews government itself.
I also know through the hearings and the submissions
that there were people who knew that there were
practices at Fiskville which were wrong — and they
were wrong. We expect more of those who hold
positions of responsibility, especially when working in
situations which can be dangerous to life. There are
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many people at the CFA, past and present, who really
need to have a good look at themselves and be honest
about how they let down those who care the most about
the CFA and who give the most. People who need to
look at themselves include Mick Bourke and Peter Rau.
Serious pollution occurred at Fiskville: the historical
pollution caused by the burning of toxic cocktails year
after year during firefighting training and modern
pollution caused by firefighting foams and toxins such
as perfluorooctane sulfonate (PFOS) and
perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA). It is not true to say that
there is no fault, because we cannot judge past practices
by the standards of today. The committee judged the
CFA based on the laws in place at the time and since
1971 — laws that continued to change over that
40-year period — and it found the CFA severely
lacking.
On the issue of PFOS and PFOA, I remain concerned
over the ongoing pollution of these insidious and
invasive chemicals. I remain concerned that there are
people in positions of power and decision-making who
have not taken this chemical pollutant as seriously as
many those in other countries have, including
Germany, the USA, Sweden, Italy and others. In fact as
at 19 May a US Environmental Protection Agency
health advisory set trigger levels for PFOS and PFOA
in drinking water to 400 per cent less than the currently
accepted Australian recommendation. Our standard is
not good enough and we do need to do more.
In thanking people, I also want to thank Mick Tisbury
for his dogged determination in seeking the truth and in
staying the distance. Despite the barbs that were thrown
at him, the hapless insults, the ridiculous insinuations
around union thuggery and so on, the fact that he
continued to bat against them and continued to stand up
and do everything that he could to make sure that the
truth was known about Fiskville was very, very
important. I thank him for that courage, and I thank him
for not getting sucked into the ridiculous insults that
were regularly thrown at him from across a variety of
sectors.
This was not a union stitch-up. This was not political
correctness gone mad. These were a group of people
who wanted to stand up and be heard and have their
stories told. They wanted the committee to respectfully
listen to them and retell their stories, and this is exactly
what we have done in this report. We have allowed
these people to be heard, and we have allowed their
stories to be told. We have respected them, and we have
responded. We have made some pretty strong
recommendations not only around ensuring this does
not occur again but also acknowledging those who
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actually did make mistakes, who did do the wrong thing
and who should have done better, and in instances did
know better.
The committee also looked towards the future to how
we can actually make sure a situation like Fiskville
does not happen again and to how to look after people
who may be affected in an ongoing way by the serious
pollution that happened at Fiskville. I do hope that a
scheme is put in place at some point that does have
regular health monitoring for all of those who did go to
Fiskville so that we can keep an eye on them, and that
for the people who had their health security taken away
from them, that we can at least make a gesture to help
them get some of that security back. I recommend this
report.

Electoral Matters Committee: conduct of 2014
Victorian state election
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to speak about the
Electoral Matters Committee inquiry into the conduct
of the 2014 Victorian state election under the excellent
chairmanship of the member for Brighton. Today I am
going to restrict my remarks to two chapters in this
report, which are the ones referring to early voting, and
then a bit later I will refer to political campaigning. I am
particularly interested in the recommendations in
relation to early voting because I think early voting and
postal voting are particularly important in an electorate
like mine. I note that the committee recommended that
the Electoral Act 2002 be amended so that all early
votes cast in an elector’s home district are counted on
election night, and I strongly support this
recommendation. I note that Labor members of the
committee also supported this recommendation but that
the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) was less
keen.
I think we need to think bit about why it is that the
Australian Electoral Commission (AEC) can
successfully, and has for the last two elections, count all
early votes in our home district, yet the VEC seems to
suggest that this is somehow beyond the capacity of it
and Victorians. Antony Green, who made a submission
on this point, clearly went to the heart of it. The issue is
that the AEC separates home district and outside district
early votes; they are not in the same box. As a result, it
is very easy to count a home district early vote, as you
would at a big booth, so I strongly support this
recommendation.
Moving through the report, I also strongly support that
the VEC locate early voting centres in areas near
population centres. In my own case the only early
voting centre was in Stawell. Now Stawell is in the
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western edge of Ripon. The traffic flows for Ripon do
not go west; they go east. It is not the largest population
centre, and as a result, unsurprisingly, Ripon had the
second-lowest early voting turnout, and yet you would
expect a country seat would have had a higher turnout.
The final point in this section that I just want to quickly
mention is a finding, not a recommendation:
The committee supports the continued role of registered
political parties in the postal voting process for Victorian
elections.

I note that all of the major parties support this finding,
but again the VEC seems to have a view that political
parties and political candidates are an unnecessary and
unwelcome part of the electoral process and that it
would be better if none of us was there. The VEC made
that pretty clear in a number of its submissions. I would
like to say that political parties are a key part of our
democracy.
In the minute remaining to me I just want to move to
the perhaps more controversial part of this report,
which is about the allegations of impersonations of
firefighters in particular at polling booths. There was
quite a lot of evidence put to the committee from
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria and from other
country volunteer fire brigades that there were people
purporting to be both Country Fire Authority and
Metropolitan Fire Brigade firefighters. I have to say that
Peter Marshall from the United Firefighters Union
(UFU) also gave evidence, and to those on the other
side who might think he is a mate, he basically got up
there and said, ‘Yes, they did dress up. They did
absolutely dress up’. In fact he said the UFU distributed
the UFU’s public political campaign awareness
uniforms of yellow pants, red braces and a campaign
T-shirt to all those participating in the campaign. So he
decided that his best way — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
The member’s time has expired, and the time for
making statements has now ended.

TOBACCO AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Tobacco
Amendment Bill 2016.
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In my opinion, the Tobacco Amendment Bill 2016, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The purpose of the bill is to prohibit smoking in outdoor
dining areas and to regulate the sale, promotion and use of
e-cigarette products in Victoria. E-cigarettes are devices for
heating and vaporising liquids that contain flavouring agents
and in some cases, nicotine. The vapour is inhaled, simulating
the act of smoking. E-cigarettes will be regulated in the same
way as tobacco products are under the Tobacco Act 1987 (the
principal act).
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The bill engages the right to privacy, the right to freedom of
expression and the right to be presumed innocent.
The right to privacy — section 13 of the charter
Clause 9 of the bill inserts section 42A(1AA) into the
principal act. This provision will empower the Secretary to
the Department of Health and Human Services (the secretary)
to collect the names and addresses of persons selling
e-cigarettes from the manufacturers and wholesalers of these
products. This amendment will allow the secretary to gather
information about e-cigarette retailers for a range of purposes,
including to educate retailers and enforce the new restrictions
on e-cigarette products.
Section 42A(1AA) engages section 13 of the charter, which
provides that a person has the right not to have his or her
privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. This
provision does not limit the right to privacy, as the
interference with privacy is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
The secretary may only collect personal information about
e-cigarette retailers in accordance with section 42A(1AA) and
may only disclose e-cigarette retailer information to the extent
necessary to administer the principal act, to enable
enforcement activity, to assist e-cigarette retailers in
complying with their legislative obligations and to further the
purpose and objects of the principal act.
The right to freedom of expression — section 15(2) of the
charter
Clause 9 of the bill amends the principal act so as to regulate
the sale, use and promotion of e-cigarettes in the same
manner as tobacco products. This clause provides for a ban on
e-cigarette advertising at the point of sale and a ban on the
display of e-cigarette products at non-specialist retailers.
Further, the bill will prohibit e-cigarette-related competitions,
rewards and shopper loyalty schemes and sponsorships.
These provisions engage the right to freedom of expression
which is contained in section 15(2) of the charter.
Section 15(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression, including the freedom to
impart information and ideas in writing and in print. This
provision is qualified by section 15(3) of the charter. It
provides that special duties and responsibilities are attached to
this right, which may be subject to lawful restrictions
reasonably necessary to protect public health.
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The public health impacts of smoking are well known. It
remains the leading cause of preventable death in Australia
and a leading cause of preventable chronic illness. Since the
introduction of tobacco control legislation in Victoria, rates of
smoking amongst Victorians have dropped significantly. A
key pillar of Victoria’s tobacco control framework is to
de-normalise smoking within the community. Current
restrictions on the display and advertising of tobacco products
support the de-normalisation goal by reducing the visibility of
these products within the community.
The use of e-cigarettes has the potential to undermine the
work that has been done to date to de-normalise smoking,
particularly for children and young people, who are
susceptible to tobacco advertising and marketing. E-cigarettes
are currently being marketed in ways which mimic tobacco
advertising and glamorise e-cigarette use. While the
restrictions on the advertising and display of e-cigarette
products engage the right to freedom of expression contained
in section 15(2) of the charter, these lawful measures are
reasonably necessary to protect public health. Accordingly,
clause 9 of the bill is compatible with the charter.
The right to be presumed innocent — section 25(1) of the
charter
Evidential burden
Clause 7 of the bill inserts sections 5EA, 5EB and 5EC into
the principal act. These provisions engage the right to be
presumed innocent until proven guilty.
Section 5EA(3) will make it an offence for a person smoking
in an outdoor dining area to, without reasonable excuse, fail to
comply with an inspector’s direction to stop smoking.
Section 5EC(1) will make it an offence for an occupier to,
without reasonable excuse, fail to display no smoking signs in
an outdoor dining area.
Sections 5EA(3) and 5EC(1) have been drafted in a manner
which is consistent with sections 5C and 5E of the principal
act, which once amended by the bill, will only deal with
smoking in outdoor drinking areas. The new provisions will
impose an evidential burden on an accused to put forward
evidence to support the existence of a reasonable excuse. The
purpose of imposing an evidential burden is to allow an
accused that has a reasonable excuse to avoid liability for
breaching section 5EA(3) or 5EC(1). The evidentiary burden
is imposed upon an accused as it is the accused that would
have knowledge of the reasonable excuse.
Sections 5EA(3) and 5EC(1) are punishable by way of a
relatively small pecuniary penalty. There is no prospect of
imprisonment for persons convicted of these offences. I
consider that sections 5EA(3) and 5EC(1) are compatible
with the charter, as these provisions do not limit the right to
be presumed innocent until proven guilty.
Legal onus
Section 5EB(1) provides that an occupier of an outdoor
dining area will commit an offence if a person smokes in that
area. Subsection (2) provides that it is a defence to a
prosecution under subsection (1) if an accused proves that
they did not do anything to facilitate the person’s smoking
and either was unaware of the incident or sought to stop the
person from smoking.
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Section 5EB(2) has been drafted consistently with section 5D
of the principal act, which once amended by the bill, will only
deal with the offence committed by an occupier when
smoking occurs in an outdoor drinking area. Section 5EB(2)
will impose a legal burden on an accused to prove, on the
balance of probabilities, the legal defence to the offence
contained within section 5EB(1).
The right to be presumed innocent until proven guilty may be
subject to reasonable limitations, particularly where an
offence is of a regulatory nature and a legal burden is imposed
in a manner which creates a defence which allows an accused
to escape liability for a breach. This is the case with respect to
section 5EB(2).
The purpose of imposing a legal onus is to ensure the
effectiveness of enforcement and compliance with the
principal act, by enabling the offence contained in
section 5EB(1) to be effectively prosecuted and thereby
operate as an effective deterrent. The onus is placed on the
occupier, as it is the occupier that would have the requisite
knowledge to establish the defence. The prosecution would
first have to establish the elements of the offence contained in
section 5EB(1). While an evidential onus would be less
restrictive than a legal one, it would not be as effective as it
could be too easily discharged.
Breaches of section 5EB(1) are punishable by way of a
relatively small pecuniary penalty. There is no prospect of
imprisonment for persons convicted of this offence. I consider
that section 5EB(2) is compatible with the charter.
Hon Jill Hennessy, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

I ask that my second-reading speech be incorporated
into Hansard.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — The
second-reading speech will be incorporated into
Hansard in accordance with sessional orders.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
could I submit that in accordance with standing
order 153, you should first of all put the question to the
house?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
I thank the member. I will just take some advice from
the Clerk. I call the Minister for Health.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
I am proud to present this bill to the house today, as it
represents the next step in Victoria’s tobacco control reform
agenda.
Tobacco in Victoria
Almost 30 years ago, the passage of the Tobacco Act 1987
was a watershed moment. Each reform that has followed has
bought us closer to a smoke-free Victoria.
I am very proud of Victoria’s bipartisan record of reform in
tobacco.
The latest data shows that just 1 in 8 Victorians are daily
smokers. In 1998, it was 1 in 5, and in 1987 it was 1 in 3.
Despite this progress, we still lose almost 4000 Victorian
lives every year to tobacco. That’s 11 people every day.
Smoking remains a leading preventable cause of chronic
disease, and the leading cause of preventable deaths in
Australia.
Preventing chronic disease is key to ensuring our health
system has the capacity to meet our community’s needs into
the future.
Increasing the number of smoke-free areas in Victoria is one
way to provide healthier, safer environments for the
community, and to reduce chronic disease.
There is no safe level of exposure to second-hand smoke. It is
fundamentally hazardous to our health, and the dangers are
well understood.
Research has shown that smoke-free environments support
those who have recently quit smoking or who are trying to
quit.
Smoke-free environments also de-normalise smoking,
particularly for children. We don’t want the next generation
of Victorians to see smoking as a normal part of daily life.
Let me be clear, our objective is to strive for a smoke-free
Victoria to reduce the impact of smoking, which touches us
all.
This means we will make every effort to stop Victorians
taking up smoking, and to create environments that support
smokers to quit and stay quit.
In August 2015, I announced that the Victorian government
would introduce a ban on smoking in outdoor dining areas,
and that legislation would be introduced into Parliament in
2016.
In the context of my announcement, the Victorian
government recently completed a review of the Tobacco Act.
I thank all of the representatives who participated in the
review, and all Victorians who continue to contribute their
views on this important health issue.
The review considered the structure and operation of the
Tobacco Act, and two current issues in tobacco control:

TOBACCO AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Wednesday, 25 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

smoking in outdoor dining areas and regulation of
e-cigarettes.
The Tobacco Amendment Bill 2016 provides for two key
reforms to be introduced from 1 August 2017.
The bill will amend the Tobacco Act to introduce a ban on
smoking in Victorian outdoor dining areas.
The bill will also regulate the sale, use and promotion of
e-cigarettes, both those that contain nicotine and those that
don’t, in the same way as tobacco products.
Smoke-free outdoor dining areas
All Victorians should be able to enjoy a meal outdoors,
without being subjected to second-hand smoke.
Our state has a dynamic, award-winning hospitality industry
that forms a vital part of our economy. Victoria is famous for
its unique dining opportunities. Our myriad of restaurants,
cafes, bistros and bars offer cuisines from all over the world.
Smoke-free outdoor dining areas will make our dining
experience healthier and more enjoyable. We will all be able
to enjoy eating good food in the fresh air with family and
friends.
There is strong community support for this reform with over
73 per cent of Victorians supporting the introduction of a ban
on smoking in outdoor dining areas.
To capture the wide variety of outdoor dining settings, an
outdoor dining area has been defined broadly in the bill to
include those outdoor areas at:
premises such as restaurants, cafes, takeaway shops and
licenced premises, including beer gardens, courtyards
and footpath dining;
food fairs;
other organised outdoor events, including community or
street festivals.
At premises such as restaurants, cafes, takeaway shops and
licenced premises, smoking will be banned in any part of an
outdoor area that an occupier permits to be used for the
consumption of meals.
Other outdoor areas where meals are not consumed will be
referred to as outdoor drinking areas. In these areas,
consumption of snacks will be permitted to encourage safer
drinking practices. Smoking will be permitted in outdoor
drinking areas so long as the area is less than 75 per cent
enclosed. As is currently the case, if the area is more than
75 per cent enclosed, smoking will be banned.
A snack is defined as a pre-packaged, shelf-stable food,
sealed in a container or package that does not require
preparation prior to serving, such as a packet of potato crisps.
It also includes uncut fresh fruit.
Where a premises has both an outdoor dining area and an
outdoor drinking area, the two areas will be required to be
separated by either a four metre zone in which people cannot
eat meals or smoke, or a wall of at least 2.1 metres in height.
At food fairs, the entire outdoor area used for the food fair
will be required to be smoke free. A food fair is defined as an
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organised event where the principal activity is the supply of
food for consumption at the event. This provision will capture
the variety of food fairs and festivals that take place in our
state, such as the Night Noodle Market and the Great
Trentham Spud Fest.
At other organised outdoor events that are not food fairs, such
as street festivals, sporting events, craft markets and church
fetes, any area within 10 metres of a food stall will be
required to be smoke-free.
Occupiers will be required to install ‘No smoking’ signage in
outdoor dining areas. The Department of Health and Human
Services will supply the signage free of charge.
Penalties will apply for both smokers and occupiers if
smoking occurs in an outdoor dining area. It will be a defence
for occupiers if:
they did not provide items to facilitate smoking, such as
lighters or ashtrays, and
they did not know, or could not reasonably be expected
to know, that smoking was occurring, or
they requested the person stop smoking and informed
them they were committing an offence.
These penalties are commensurate to those that already apply
to smoking in enclosed workplaces.
Council inspectors appointed under the Tobacco Act 1987
will be empowered to educate the businesses and community
about the bans and, where necessary, enforce the bans.
Ahead of the ban on smoking in outdoor dining areas
commencing, an awareness and education strategy will be in
place to ensure the community and businesses understand the
new laws.
Direct assistance will also be provided to business operators
during the transition to smoke-free outdoor dining, including:
clear guidance materials for business operators that will
be available well ahead of the bans commencing;
suitable ‘No smoking’ signage will be available to
business operators free of charge in a variety of formats
to facilitate compliance;
information sessions will be conducted to explain the
scope and operation of the ban on smoking in outdoor
dining areas;
access to advice, guidance materials and resources will
be provided through the tobacco information line and
the tobacco reforms website.
Regulation of e-cigarettes
E-cigarettes, also known as electronic cigarettes, are devices
for heating and vaporising liquids that contain flavouring
agents and in some cases, nicotine. The vapour is then
inhaled, simulating the act of smoking.
While sale of e-cigarettes containing nicotine is illegal in
Victoria under the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Act 1981, the sale of non-nicotine e-cigarettes is largely
unregulated and they can currently be purchased by people
under 18 years of age.
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Evidence to date about the harms of e-cigarettes and their
efficacy as a smoking cessation aid is limited. There is debate
nationally and internationally about the potential public harms
and benefits of e-cigarettes.
The government is taking a precautionary response by
regulating e-cigarettes in the same way as tobacco products.
This will reduce potential harms that may arise from young
people having access to these devices, and will limit young
people’s exposure to associated marketing.
Relevant provisions in the Tobacco Act that relate to tobacco
products will be amended to apply to e-cigarette products.
The bill will:
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approved as smoking cessation aids by the Therapeutic Goods
Administration.
In addition, the proposed bill provides that other products
may be captured by the definition of ‘e-cigarette’ through
being prescribed as such in the regulations.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June.

ban the use of e-cigarettes in all areas where smoking is
banned, including enclosed workplaces, outdoor dining
areas and cars carrying children;

CROWN LAND LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2016

ban e-cigarette advertising outside the retail environment
and at the point of sale;

Statement of compatibility

ban the display of e-cigarette products at general
(non-specialist) retailers;
limit the display of e-cigarette products at specialist
tobacconists and on airport duty free shops;
ban e-cigarette related competitions, rewards and
shopper loyalty schemes, free samples and sponsorships;
ban the sale or supply of e-cigarette products to people
under 18 years of age;
restrict location of e-cigarette vending machines to
licensed premises, casinos and bottle shops;
ban the sale of e-cigarette products from a person
(mobile selling), from temporary outlets and at underage
music/dance events.
The Tobacco Act will be amended to define a number of
e-cigarette related terms, and a new definition of ‘smoke’, to
give effect to this reform.
Commensurate with the existing powers in relation to tobacco
products, the Secretary of the Department of Health and
Human Services will have the power to:
recommend to the minister that a ban order be made
regarding particular products ‘that are not e-cigarette
products but that resemble e-cigarette products’;
request e-cigarette manufacturers and wholesalers
supply the names and addresses of retail businesses that
have been supplied with e-cigarettes in the preceding
year.
At present, no e-cigarette products have been approved by the
Therapeutic Goods Administration for use as smoking
cessation aids. The bill, however, has been drafted so that the
regulation of e-cigarettes does not prohibit the future use of
e-cigarettes as smoking cessation aids, should they be
approved as such.
The proposed bill provides for an e-cigarette device to be
excluded from the definition of ‘e-cigarette’ through being
prescribed in the regulations. This process allows for the
future possible exemption of any devices that have been

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Crown Land
Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights as set out in
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill amends several acts relating to Crown land to:
(a) improve the effectiveness of enforcement for any
contravention of regulations made under the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987, Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, Land Act 1958 and Land
Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act 1972;
(b) improve and modernise the regulation-making power in
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to enable better
management of reserves;
(c) improve the regulation-making power in the Land Act
relating to fees; and
(d) make other minor or consequential amendments or
corrections.
Human rights issues
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter provides for the right for every
person to move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it
and to have the freedom to choose where to live.
This right is relevant to clause 9(1) of the bill which inserts a
power into section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to
enable regulations made under that section to provide that a
land manager can set aside areas in a reserve and permit,

CROWN LAND LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Wednesday, 25 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

restrict or prohibit access to that area. The ability for land
managers to set aside areas in reserves helps to facilitate
management of conflicting recreational uses, reduce risks to
public safety and protect sensitive conservation areas from the
impacts of recreation. This type of power already exists in
other Crown land legislation, including the National Parks
Act 1975, Forests Act 1958 and Alpine Resorts
(Management) Act 1997.
Setting aside areas in reserves is commonly used to support
revegetation of degraded or damaged habitat areas, where
prohibiting or restricting visitor access is essential to improve
the survival rate of young plants. In most cases, access to a set
aside area is likely to be prohibited on a temporary basis.
However, there may be times where prohibiting access is
permanently required because it is considered necessary to
mitigate a significant risk to public safety or provide ongoing
protection of sensitive habitat or breeding sites of threatened
or endangered species.
The bill itself does not purport to set aside any areas of land or
prohibit access to such areas within a reserve. Rather, it
provides the power for regulations to be made under
section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act that include
provisions enabling a land manager to set aside an area of
land within a reserve as and when required. As a result,
clause 9(1) of the bill does not limit the rights under
section 12 of the charter.
However, as a result of the bill, regulations may be made in
the future under section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
that include provisions enabling a land manager to set aside
an area of land in a reserve. A subsequent decision to set aside
a prohibited access area may limit the right to freedom of
movement, to the extent that a person is able to move freely
around Victoria by passing across what might become a
prohibited access area. When making regulations and setting
aside a prohibited access area, the minister or the relevant
land manager (as the case requires) will need to consider the
human rights set out in the charter in accordance with their
obligations under that act. Any limits on people’s movements
would only be imposed to the extent necessary to fulfil the
purpose of setting aside the area of land.
Section 19 — Cultural rights
Section 19 of the charter provides for the rights of Aboriginal
persons to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and
economic relationship with the land and waters and other
resources with which they have a connection under traditional
laws and customs.
This right is relevant to clause 9(1) of the bill which amends
section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to enable
regulations made under that section to provide that a land
manager can set aside areas in a reserve and permit, restrict or
prohibit access to that area. For the same reasons as those
mentioned above in relation to section 12 (regarding freedom
of movement), the bill does not limit the rights under
section 19 of the charter because the bill does not purport to
set aside any area of land or prohibit or restrict access to such
areas.
However, as a result of the bill, regulations may be made in
the future under section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
that include provisions enabling a land manager to set aside
an area of land in a reserve. When making regulations and
setting aside a prohibited access area, the minister or the
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relevant land manager (as the case requires) will need to
consider the human rights set out in the charter in accordance
with their obligations under that act.
As discussed above in relation to section 12, setting aside
prohibited access areas is a valuable tool used by land
managers to protect public safety, reduce the potential for
impacts on sensitive habitat areas or to support revegetation
programs in reserves. They may have temporary or
permanent application, depending on the reasons for setting
aside the area of land. A decision to set aside a prohibited
access area in accordance with regulations may limit the
ability of Aboriginal persons to continue to enjoy their
distinct relationship with the land or to continue to take part in
cultural practices within prohibited access areas.
Any matters relating to cultural rights would be considered
both at the time that regulations are made and also at the time
the decision is made to set aside an area of land.
Consideration would be given to ways to mitigate potential
impacts on cultural rights, for example, by assessing whether
an exemption for the exercise of Aboriginal cultural practices
could be applied or limiting the duration of the prohibition on
access without compromising the purpose of the restriction or
prohibition. This would be up to the land manager to assess in
determining the terms and conditions of the set aside. Any
limits on cultural rights would only be imposed if they were
reasonable and justified in order to protect the area of land to
be set aside or to prevent risks to public safety.
Hon Lily D’Ambrosio, MP
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change

Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The government is pleased to introduce the Crown Land
Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 (the bill). In summary, the
bill amends several acts relating to Crown Land to:
improve the effectiveness of enforcement for any
contravention of regulations made under the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987, Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, Land Act 1958 and Land
Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act 1972;
improve and modernise the regulation-making power in
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to enable better
management of reserves;
improve the regulation-making power in the Land Act
relating to fees; and
make other minor or consequential amendments and
corrections.
Improving the effectiveness of enforcement of offences on
Crown land
The Andrews Labor government is committed to the care and
protection of Victoria’s valuable natural assets located on
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Crown land. Good land management includes deterring
behaviour that threatens the health of these assets or presents
a risk to public safety.
Many offences in Crown land legislation are aimed at
regulating behaviour that may cause considerable, permanent
harm to the natural environment. Such offences include
driving off road, damaging or destroying vegetation, natural
features or native fauna and polluting. One of the keys to
ensuring that these regulatory measures provide effective
deterrence is the ability to impose suitable penalties.
Penalties for a range of offences in some of the Crown land
legislation are currently very low — ranging from around $30
to just over $750 — and have not changed substantially since
the acts first commenced. For instance, offences for breach of
regulations made under the Land Conservation (Vehicle
Control) Act are the most commonly detected and prosecuted
of all offences under the range of regulations enforced by
public land managers. Yet the maximum penalty is only $500
and has not changed since 1972. Penalties for offences are not
consistent across Crown land tenures, with much higher
penalties applying in respect of similar offences in the
National Parks Act 1975, Forests Act 1958 and Wildlife Act
1975.
The bill will increase the maximum penalty that may be
imposed for contravention of regulations made under the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act, Crown Land (Reserves)
Act, Land Act and Land Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act
to 20 penalty units (equating to just over $3000 in 2015–16).
This will enable regulations to prescribe penalties that are
more proportionate to the seriousness, harm and nature of an
offence, reflecting community expectations regarding the
protection of Victoria’s important natural values. It will also
help to standardise maximum penalty amounts across Crown
land legislation. Tougher penalties will increase the intended
deterrent effect of regulatory offences, and improve the
effectiveness of enforcement by land managers.
The bill also amends:
the Land Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act to increase
the maximum penalty to 20 penalty units for an offence
related to erosion hazard areas and clarify matters
relating to discretionary powers in regulations and the
ability of authorised officers to take proceedings for a
contravention; and
the Land Act to remove the requirement for penalties to
be enforced through summary proceedings, which will
enable the issue of penalty infringement notices.
Improving and modernising the regulatory tools for
management of reserves
Regulations are a key tool used by Parks Victoria and other
land managers for the management of reserves. They help to
regulate behaviour to support conservation of natural values,
minimise conflict between reserve users and reduce health
and safety risks.
The bill will improve and modernise the regulation-making
power in section 13 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to
improve administrative efficiency and enable land managers
to more effectively carry out day-to-day operational decisions
in reserves. In particular, the bill:
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inserts an explicit power to enable regulations to provide
that a land manager can set aside areas in a reserve for
management purposes, such as prohibiting access to
protect areas being revegetated;
broadens the fee power by enabling the setting of fees
for use of land in a reserve authorised by a permit;
enables regulations to provide for an exemption from or
a reduction, waiver or refund of any tolls, fees, rent or
other charges imposed by the regulations; and
clarifies matters relating to discretionary powers in
regulations.

These amendments will improve consistency across Crown
land legislation under which reserves are managed.
The bill also makes consequential amendments to other acts
relating to regulations on Crown land as a result of the new
provisions.
Providing greater flexibility in setting fees in regulations
made under the Land Act
The bill amends section 413 of the Land Act to provide for
improved flexibility in the setting of fees in regulations and
for the minister to have the ability to grant exemptions,
reductions, waivers or refunds from fees prescribed.
This will assist in achieving land management objectives
associated with granting licences. For example, the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
issues riparian management licences on behalf of the minister
to complement an agreement between a catchment
management authority and a landholder to improve
management of riparian areas, including fencing and
revegetation. Currently, fees imposed under the Land
Regulations 2006 can act as a barrier to achieving agreement
with landholders. The potential to waive such fees would
provide an incentive to assist with the uptake of these
agreements and the issue of riparian management licences.
Other amendments
The bill will also update the definition of ‘public land’ in the
Land Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act to remove
redundant categories and take the opportunity to make statute
law revisions to various Crown land acts.
Conclusion
The bill will benefit the community and the environment by
improving various enforcement and regulation provisions to
enable more effective and efficient management of various
areas of Crown land.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June.
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NATIONAL PARKS AND VICTORIAN
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
COUNCIL ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the National Parks
and Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Acts
Amendment Bill 2016 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights as set out in
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill:
(a) amends the National Parks Act 1975 in relation to
Greater Bendigo National Park, including providing for
the addition of approximately 245 hectares to the park;
and
(b) amends the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council Act 2001 to broaden the advisory role of the
Victorian Environmental Advisory Council (VEAC) to
enable the minister to request targeted advice or
assessments which do not require an investigation under
the existing provisions, to enable government responses
to recommendations of VEAC and the former
Environment Conservation Council to be amended, and
to make other, minor amendments to the act.
Human rights issues

2011

Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
In summary, the bill:
amends the National Parks Act 1975 in relation to
Greater Bendigo National Park, including providing for
the addition of approximately 245 hectares to the park;
and
amends the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council Act 2001 to broaden the advisory role of the
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC),
enable the government to amend a response of the
government to recommendations of VEAC or the
former Environment Conservation Council, and make
other, minor amendments to the act.
Amendments to Greater Bendigo National Park to
facilitate the granting of Aboriginal title
Greater Bendigo National Park protects significant
box-ironbark forests and woodlands around Bendigo — a city
within a park — and is an important part of the country of the
Dja Dja Wurrung Traditional Owner Group. The 2013
recognition and settlement agreement between the Dja Dja
Wurrung Clans Aboriginal Corporation and the state
recognised this when it committed the state to granting
Aboriginal title over the park, along with several other parks
and reserves in Dja Dja Wurrung country.
Aboriginal title was granted over Kooyoora and Paddys
Ranges state parks, Whela Nature Conservation Reserve and
most of Kara Kara National Park in 2015 and will be granted
over Hepburn Regional Park in 2016. However, some
legislative amendments are required before Aboriginal title
can be granted over Greater Bendigo National Park.

Section 19 — Cultural rights
Section 19 of the charter provides for the rights of Aboriginal
persons to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and
economic relationship with the land and waters and other
resources with which they have a connection under traditional
laws and customs.
This right is particularly relevant to clause 10 of the bill which
amends the description of Greater Bendigo National Park.
The amendments will help facilitate the granting of
Aboriginal title over the park under the Traditional Owner
Settlement Act 2010 to the Dja Dja Wurrung Traditional
Owner Group in accordance with the recognition and
settlement agreement between Dja Dja Wurrung Clans
Aboriginal Corporation and the state of Victoria 2013. This
will promote the cultural rights protected by the charter.
Hon Lily D’Ambrosio, MP
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change

The bill helps to facilitate this by correcting the plotting of
some of the line work which depicts the park boundary to
ensure that there is no possible ambiguity about the location
of the boundary. The office of surveyor-general has identified
that various line work on one of the current plans is not
correctly plotted.
The bill also provides for the addition of two parcels of land
totalling approximately 245 hectares to the Kamarooka
section of the park, north of Bendigo. Villawood Investments
is donating these to the Crown for inclusion in the park in
exchange for native vegetation clearance offset credits
elsewhere. The additions include high conservation values
and will further consolidate this significant section of the
park.
The bill also simplifies the description of the park in the
National Parks Act and makes related amendments to several
provisions in the act and the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990 which refer to the park plans.
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Strengthening and improving the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council Act
VEAC was established in 2001 under the VEAC act to
provide independent and strategic advice to the government
on matters relating to the protection and ecologically
sustainable management of the environment and natural
resources of public land. VEAC is the successor to the former
Environment Conservation Council (ECC), established in
1997 under the Environment Conservation Council Act 1997,
and the former Land Conservation Council (LCC),
established in 1971 under the Land Conservation Act 1970.
Together, the three councils have been the principal source of
independent advice to government on the broad use of public
land in Victoria since the 1970s. In particular, the LCC
carried out investigations over virtually the whole state over a
period of more than 25 years, making recommendations on
the use of public land with a view to the balanced use of all
land in Victoria. Systematic study and investigation, extensive
public consultation and statutory independence have been
hallmarks of all three councils.
A feature of this process has been the generally high degree of
acceptance of the recommendations by successive
governments. Although some of the councils’
recommendations have been superseded by subsequent
government decisions, the current use of the vast majority of
public land in Victoria results from decisions on the
recommendations of the LCC, ECC and VEAC. The result is
a legacy of parks and conservation reserves containing
samples of the diverse natural environments occurring on
public land across the state, as well as large areas of state
forest and other reserves used for a wide range of purposes.
Labor is proud of its record in this area.
The amendments to the VEAC act in this bill aim to build on
the established processes by broadening the advisory role of
VEAC and improving the workability of the act.
Broadening the advisory role of VEAC
Traditionally the LCC, ECC and VEAC have carried out
investigations and made recommendations on public land use
in relation to particular regions of the state. Those studies
have been complemented by investigations and
recommendations on specific themes, such as rivers and
streams, wilderness and historic places.
However, the current process set out in the VEAC act is not
conducive to requesting the council to provide targeted,
discrete advice or to carry out technical assessments on
matters which may not require a large-scale investigation.
Examples include where advice may be sought on a proposed
change to the use of a small, discrete area of public land or
where an assessment may be required on the extent to which
previous recommendations have been implemented.
The bill does not affect VEAC’s ability to carry out
investigations as it does now. What it will do is establish an
alternative, more flexible process so that VEAC can provide
advice or carry out an assessment on matters that, because of
their limited scale or scope or their technical nature, might not
require an investigation under the current provisions.
Essentially, the amendments are aimed at ensuring that there
is a ‘process fit for task’ so that the minister can tailor the
process to a particular request. This will enable more efficient
and flexible use of VEAC and its resources. VEAC would
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continue, as required, to be able to consult the community and
relevant stakeholder groups and to establish a community
reference group.
In addition, the bill applies the same checks and balances that
currently aim to provide transparency to the work of VEAC.
The amendments will therefore require any request and the
resulting advice or assessment to be tabled in Parliament,
published and reported in VEAC’s annual report. As with the
current provisions applying to an investigation, there will be a
requirement for the government to respond to advice or
assessments where recommendations are made and for the
response to be tabled, published and implemented.
Amending government responses to ECC and VEAC
recommendations
The many thousands of recommendations of the former LCC
and ECC cover the period from 1973 to 2001 and those of
VEAC from the period since 2001 — a period of more than
40 years. They have all been accompanied by formal
government responses.
The VEAC act (as the ECC act did before it) enables the
Governor in Council to amend or revoke a recommendation
of the former LCC, but it does not enable a government
response to an ECC or VEAC recommendation to be
amended. Nonetheless, amendments to government responses
to ECC or VEAC recommendations may be required from
time to time as a result of changed circumstances or
government policy (e.g. the recommended land use of a
particular area may no longer be appropriate in the light of
new knowledge or other factors).
The bill rectifies this anomaly so that a government response
to a particular VEAC or ECC recommendation can be
amended. For transparency, the minister will be required to
table those amendments in Parliament and publish them. The
bill also introduces a requirement for any amendment or
revocation of an LCC recommendation to be treated
similarly.
Other amendments
The bill also makes some technical amendments to the VEAC
act. These include:
updating the definition of ‘public land’ by removing
redundant elements; and
clarifying that the provisions that require the advertising
of a vacancy on the council apply only to a vacancy of
one of the five substantive member positions, and not to
any additional member who may be appointed to VEAC
for a particular investigation because of their particular
expertise.
Conclusion
The bill will enhance the conservation value of Greater
Bendigo National Park and help facilitate the granting of
Aboriginal title over the park. It will also strengthen and
improve the VEAC act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June.
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RURAL ASSISTANCE SCHEMES BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Rural
Assistance Schemes Bill 2016 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill:
provides for a new statutory body, the Rural Assistance
Commissioner;
provides the Rural Assistance Commissioner with the
necessary objects, functions and powers to administer
state and commonwealth rural schemes of assistance or
other schemes on behalf of the state of Victoria
(Crown); and
facilitates the transfer of property, rights and liabilities of
Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria (RFCV) to the
Rural Assistance Commissioner as RFCV’s successor in
law.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
Section 20 of the charter (‘property rights’) is relevant to the
bill. The powers conferred on the commissioner include the
right to:
‘acquire, hold or dispose of real or personal property’
(section 9(2)(a)of the bill);
‘acquire … hold, accept as a security, or otherwise deal
with, any intellectual property right’ (section 9(2)(f) of
the bill); and
‘assign, grant, lease, license, sell, mortgage, use as a
security, or otherwise encumber or dispose of, any
intellectual property right’ (section 9(2)(g)).
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the
bill?
The bill does not affect a person’s property rights protected
under section 20 of the charter. The bill allows the
commissioner to lawfully deal with property — these powers
are clearly articulated in the bill. However, in the event the
commissioner uses this power it will not impinge on other
people’s property rights. This is because the powers the
commissioner will have are a transfer of powers held by an
existing entity (RFCV).
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

2013

Second reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
In 2014, the commercial loan book of the Rural Finance
Corporation of Victoria (RFCV) was sold to Bendigo and
Adelaide Bank (Bendigo). RFCV remains obliged under the
Rural Finance Act 1988 to perform certain non-commercial
services such as administration of commonwealth and
Victorian government initiatives to assist, promote and
develop rural industries and regional communities. The
remaining RFCV entity oversees, on behalf of the Victorian
government, continued delivery of the non-commercial and
community service aspects (such as natural disaster support
programs).
The sale of RFCV to Bendigo resulted in the divestment of
the RFCV loan book and most of its staff. Under the business
sale agreement, RFCV’s remaining activities, including
non-commercial activities and administration support have
also been outsourced to Bendigo under a non-commercial
activities services agreement (NCASA).
RFCV’s role is now mostly the administrative oversight of
the NCASA contract with Bendigo. The government has
determined that the RFCV be wound up and the remaining
functions of RFCV be transferred to a new body, the Rural
Assistance Commissioner. The functions of the commissioner
are, where appropriate, to be delegated to the departments that
are currently responsible for the delivery of these programs.
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport
and Resources (DEDJTR) has policy responsibility for the
majority of the current loans administered by Bendigo and
overseen by RFCV via the NCASA. Therefore the
commissioner sits within DEDJTR and will report to the
Minister for Agriculture through the DEDJTR Secretary.
The bill provides the commissioner with the power to
administer state and commonwealth rural schemes of
assistance. This will ensure the continued operation of the
non-commercial functions that were formally performed by
RFCV and are currently outsourced to Bendigo.
The loans associated with the commonwealth schemes will be
transferred from the RFCV balance sheet to the
commissioner’s balance sheet.
Rural Assistance Commissioner to be successor in law to
RFCV
RFCV currently manages the NCASA on behalf of individual
departments and agencies. Any department or agency
requiring services from Bendigo under the NCASA must go
through RFCV (who are ultimately responsible for managing
and funding the provision of the services by Bendigo to the
department or agency).
A condition of the commonwealth assistance programs is that
the assistance loans are booked on the balance sheet of a state
entity. RFCV is currently providing this function. Upon the
wind up of RFCV, these loans will need to be booked with
another state entity. The commissioner meets this
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requirement. The bill transfers all property, rights and
liabilities of RFCV to the commissioner as RFCV’s successor
in law.

service contract. Consequently there is no longer a need for
the YFFC. The bill repeals the Young Farmers’ Finance
Council Act 1979.

The commissioner has the power to delegate to secretaries of
other departments any of its functions in relation to rural
schemes of assistance

Following the transfer of RFCV to the commissioner, the
RFCV will have no remaining functions. Therefore it is
proposed that the Rural Finance Act 1988 be repealed. RFCV
and YFFC will then cease to exist. The residual reporting
requirements required under the Financial Management Act
1994 will be conducted by the commissioner.

Following the transfer of RFCV’s functions to the
commissioner, it is the intent that the department with the
policy responsibility for a particular scheme of assistance be
given the power to liaise directly with Bendigo (or whichever
service provider that is delivering the scheme).
This is more efficient as it removes DEDJTR from the
process when they do not have policy responsibility for a
particular scheme.
The bill therefore allows the Rural Assistance Commissioner,
with the approval of Secretary of DEDJTR and the Minister
for Agriculture, to delegate relevant functions to secretaries of
other departments. This provision is to allow departments,
with the policy responsibility for certain existing and new
rural schemes of assistance to engage directly with a third
party under a head of agreement managed by the
commissioner. For example, DTF engaging Bendigo under
the NCASA for the provision of natural disaster relief related
services.
The commissioner will manage the standing offer
arrangement or ‘head agreement’. Other departments or
agencies are then able to engage Bendigo (or an alternate
service provider) directly to provide services by completing a
purchase order under the head agreement. The terms of the
individual purchase order contract may be predetermined, but
in any case must not be inconsistent with the head agreement.
The NCASA will need to be amended by agreement to allow
for this structure to be implemented and this can occur prior
to wind up. The government will negotiate with Bendigo to
seek changes to the NCASA to facilitate this proposal. If the
NCASA is not renegotiated by the time the bill commences,
the bill will still be effective with the commissioner replacing
RFCV, and the responsible minister replacing the Treasurer in
the NCASA as successors’ in law. Note however, the ability
of the commissioner to have the functions effectively
delegated to other departments will be restricted until the
NCASA can be renegotiated.
The significant benefit of this structure is that each
department and agency requiring services can engage with
Bendigo directly, while a central contract and relationship
management point is retained between government and
Bendigo to manage higher level issues.
Winding up of the RFCV and the Young Farmers’ Finance
Council (YFFC)
The YFFC is a statutory body established under the Young
Farmers’ Finance Council Act 1979 (YFFC act). The
functions of the YFFC are to encourage the establishment of
young people in farming and one of the programs established
to assist with this was the Young Farmers’ Finance Scheme
(YFFS). This scheme commenced in 1981 and provides
concessional loans to prospective young farmers.
Following the divestment of RFCV’s loan book, Bendigo has
assumed funding for the YFFS and will continue to maintain
this scheme on the same terms and conditions as agreed in the

Consequential amendments.
Consequential amendments will be required to the Estate
Agents Act 1980 and the Subdivision Act 1988, and the
Freedom of Information Regulation 2009 to reflect the
proposed repeals and the fact that the RFCV and the YFFC
will cease to exist.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June 2016.

OWNERS CORPORATIONS
AMENDMENT (SHORT-STAY
ACCOMMODATION) BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (‘the charter’), I make this
Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Owners
Corporations Amendment (Short-stay Accommodation) Bill
2016.
In my opinion, the Owners Corporations Amendment
(Short-stay Accommodation) Bill 2016, as introduced to the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set
out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
Overview
The bill will amend the Owners Corporations Act 2006 to
implement a package of reforms to address the problems
arising from unruly parties in short-stay accommodation in
apartment buildings, including reforms recommended by an
independent expert panel.
In particular, the bill will make apartment owners jointly and
severally liable with their short-stay occupants for damage
caused to property in the apartment building, loss of amenity
compensation awarded to aggrieved residents and civil
penalties imposed on short-stay occupants, and will empower
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal to prohibit
the use of a problematic apartment for short-term
accommodation for a specified period.
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Human rights issues

2015

regulation of residential buildings so that property is protected
from unruly parties in short-stay accommodation.

Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with law.
This right requires that powers that authorise the deprivation
of property are conferred by legislation or common law, are
confined and structured rather than unclear, and are accessible
to the public and are formulated precisely.

The terms of reference for the panel required that any reform
recommended by it should, firstly, maximise the amenity of
living in apartment buildings and, secondly, minimise
interference with property rights, any negative impact on the
Victorian tourism industry, investment in Victoria and the
Victorian economy generally, and divisiveness within owners
corporations in apartment buildings.

New section 169D empowers VCAT, in certain
circumstances, to make an order prohibiting the use of a
building or part of a building for the purpose of short-stay
accommodation for a specified period (or until its sale to
someone other than an associate of the short-stay provider).

The government concurs with the panel’s views, expressed in
its report, on the significance of the contribution of short-stay
accommodation to economic activity and job creation, and to
providing consumers and property owners with choice and
flexibility about accommodation.

It therefore engages section 20 of the charter inasmuch as a
prohibition order temporarily deprives an apartment owner of
the right to use the apartment for short-term accommodation.

The bill incorporates the recommendations of that panel,
including to define short-stay accommodation, for the
purpose of regulation, as a stay of seven days or six nights.

However, I do not consider that section 169D limits property
rights for the following reasons –

However, as a result of subsequent consultation with
stakeholders, the bill goes further than the panel’s
recommendations in addressing key problems with unruly
short-stay parties.

first, prohibition orders are clearly authorised by
legislation; and
second, the criteria for an order and the manner of
exercise of the jurisdiction are not arbitrary and are
clearly articulated in new sections 169D(1) and 169F
respectively, namely that notices of a breach of defined
conduct proscriptions by short-stay occupants of the
building or part of a building must have been served on
the relevant short-stay provider on at least three separate
occasions within a 24-month period.
In exercising its jurisdiction to make a prohibition order,
VCAT must consider the conduct of the parties, any act or
omission or proposed act or omission of a party, the severity
and nature of the breaches, the time between the breaches, the
history of the short-stay provider’s provision of short-stay
accommodation arrangements, and any measures that the
short-stay provider took to prevent the breach, and any other
relevant matter.
Hon. Jane Garrett, MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation

It does so in order to achieve a better balance between the
competing interests involved in the regulation of short-stay
accommodation.
The first problem that necessitates this broader approach is
that it is practically impossible for owners corporations and
aggrieved residents to pursue remedies against short-stay
occupants arising from unruly parties.
This is because of the difficulties in identifying and locating
transient short-stay occupants, and in enforcing any court
orders against them.
The second and connected problem is that short-stay
accommodation providers are not liable for the conduct of
their short-stay occupants.
Therefore, in practice, no-one is made responsible for the
problems caused by unruly short-stay parties, and there is
little to discourage short-stay providers from letting
apartments to problematic short-stay occupants, or to
encourage them to adopt screening practices, which will, in
most cases, deter those seeking to host unruly parties.

Second reading
The bill addresses these issues in a number of ways.

Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:

First, it sets out the inappropriate conduct that is characteristic
of unruly short-stay parties. These relate to excessive noise,
interference with residents’ enjoyment of their units and of
the common property, creation of health and safety hazards,
obstruction of the common property, and property damage.

The bill will amend the Owners Corporations Act 2006 to
implement a package of reforms to address the problems
arising from unruly parties in short-stay accommodation in
apartment buildings.

Second, it empowers the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal to award loss of amenity compensation, up to $2000,
to a resident whose amenity has been affected by the
inappropriate conduct. Short-stay accommodation providers
will be made jointly and severally liable with their short-stay
occupants for such compensation.

In doing so, the bill will implement the government’s election
commitment to curb inappropriate short stays and to appoint
an independent panel to recommend ways to improve the

To encourage short-stay accommodation providers to
implement screening and other prevention practices, it will be
a defence to this liability if the short-stay accommodation
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provider can show that it took all reasonable steps to prevent
the relevant breach.
Third, it empowers VCAT to make an order prohibiting the
use of an apartment for short-stay accommodation, for a
certain period, if short-stay occupants of that apartment have,
on at least three separate occasions within 24 months, been
guilty of inappropriate conduct. This provision is particularly
aimed at the use of apartments as ‘party houses’.
To encourage short-stay accommodation providers to
implement effective screening and other prevention practices,
one of the matters that VCAT must take into account in
making a prohibition order is what measures the short-stay
accommodation provider took to prevent the breaches.
Fourth, it empowers VCAT to impose civil penalties of up to
$1100 on short-stay occupants for breaches of the conduct
proscriptions. Short-stay accommodation providers will be
made jointly and severally liable with their short-stay
occupants for such penalties.
Fifth, it also makes short-stay accommodation providers
jointly and severally liable with their short-stay occupants for
damage to property in the apartment building caused by their
short-stay occupants.
Finally, it adapts the internal dispute resolution processes
under the Owners Corporations Act and the conciliation
powers of Consumer Affairs Victoria to include all those
involved in short-stay disputes.

FINES REFORM AND INFRINGEMENTS
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 4, line 23, after “hardship;” insert “or”.

2.

Clause 4, after line 23 insert—
“(v) is the victim of family violence within the meaning
of section 5 of the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008;”.

3.

4.

Clause 6, page 9, line 19, omit “(3)” and insert “(4)”.

5.

Clause 6, page 10, line 7, omit “(4)” and insert “(5)”.

6.

Clause 6, page 11, after line 25 insert—
“(5) Despite subsections (3) and (4), if a work and
development permit is varied by suspension for a
period under section I0E, for the period of that
suspension, action under the Infringements Act
2006 or enforcement action under this Act, must
not be taken.”.

7.

Clause 6, page 11, line 28, after “vary” insert “(including
by suspension)”.

8.

Clause 6, page 12, after line 8 insert—

Around 45 000 people live in central Melbourne, including
Docklands and Southbank, a large proportion of whom live in
apartment buildings. Unruly parties in short-stay apartments
are a real problem and significantly affect residents’ amenity.

“(3) The Director may vary a work and development
permit under subsection (1) by suspending it for a
specified period if—

The bill aims to reduce, and potentially to eliminate the
problems caused by unruly parties in apartment buildings and
so to improve the livability of those buildings for this sector
of Victoria’s population.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 8 June 2016.

Clause 6, page 9, after line 18 insert—
“(3) An application may be made under subsection (1)
despite an eligible person having been the subject
of one or more work and development permits
cancelled under section 10E.”.

The reforms implemented by the bill are intended to work in a
complementary way with industry self-regulation.
The more that self-regulation works to educate short-stay
accommodation providers in avoiding letting their apartments
to problematic short-stay occupants and in dealing promptly
with complaints by residents, the less need there will be for
owners corporations and residents to resort to the bill’s
remedies.
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(a) the person who is subject to the work and
development permit is ill; or
(b) other exceptional circumstances exist.”.
9.

Clause 61, page 59, line 2, after “hardship;” insert “or”.

10. Clause 61, page 59, after line 2 insert—
“(v) is the victim of family violence within the meaning
of section 5 of the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008;”.
11. Clause 61, page 59, after line 29 insert—
‘( ) In section 3(1) of the Infringements Act 2006, in
the definition of special circumstances—
(a) in paragraph (c), for “offence;” substitute
“offence; or”;
(b) after paragraph (c) insert—
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“(d) family violence within the meaning of
section 5 of the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008 where the person is a victim of
family violence and the family violence
results in the person being unable to control
conduct which constitutes an offence;”.’.
12. Clause 67, page 66, after line 15 insert—
“(3) An application may be made under subsection (1)
despite an eligible person having been the subject
of one or more work and development permits
cancelled under section 27E.”.
13. Clause 67, page 66, line 16, omit “(3)” and insert “(4)”.
14. Clause 67, page 67, line 3, omit “(4)” and insert “(5)”.
15. Clause 67, page 68, after line 25 insert—
“(5) Despite subsections (3) and (4), if a work and
development permit is varied by suspension for a
period under section 27E, for the period of that
suspension, action under this Act must not be
taken.”.
16. Clause 67, page 68, line 28, after “vary” insert
“(including by suspension)”.
17. Clause 67, page 69, after line 8 insert—
“(3) The Secretary may vary a work and development
permit under subsection (1) by suspending it for a
specified period if—
(a) the person who is subject to the work and
development permit is ill; or
(b) other exceptional circumstances exist.”.

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

In doing so I indicate that these were amendments
moved by the Greens political party in the other house
and agreed to by all members. The amendments passed
by the Legislative Council make changes to the work
and development permit scheme as follows: they
amend the eligibility criteria to include family violence
as defined in the Family Violence Protection Act 2008;
they extend the variation provisions to expressly
provide for the director of Fines Victoria to suspend a
work and development permit where a person is ill or
where exceptional circumstances exist; and they
include express provisions that an application may be
made for a work and development permit despite an
eligible person having been the subject of one or more
previously cancelled work and development permits. In
addition the Legislative Council agreed to amend the
statutory definition of ‘special circumstances’ in the
Infringements Act 2006 to include a victim of family
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violence as defined in the Family Violence Protection
Act.
I have to indicate that after a degree of discussion and
consultation it was agreed that these amendments
would pass the upper house with the support of all
parties. It was the government’s initial preference that
the amendments not be made because we believe it is
important for the recommendations of the family
violence royal commission to be implemented in a
coherent and audited fashion, rather than individual
recommendations effectively being implemented by
way of amendment to bills in the upper house, and that
is certainly the government’s preference. We have a
10-year implementation time frame. There will be an
implementation steering group, and it would be
preferable if in some kind of ad hoc way we do not end
up with recommendations being implemented simply
by way of Greens party amendments being moved in
the upper house in a way that would defy that
implementation schedule.
I say that in particular in regard to these amendments it
is important that the house understands what that
means. It means that as the bill is drafted it is necessary
to commence changes to internal review and the work
and development permit scheme simultaneously. It was
the government’s intention to proclaim work and
development permit and internal review changes as
soon as possible. That would likely have been in early
2017 prior to the default commencement date of 1 July
2017, but given the impact those amendments will have
on the work and development permit scheme and the
internal review function, the department will now have
to engage in further consultation and engage with
stakeholders, particularly with enforcement agencies,
and that will all need to occur prior to implementation.
So the upshot of these amendments, which we accept,
is that rather than a number of these changes
commencing early, as would likely have been the case,
it is now almost certain that we will need to go right up
to the default commencement date of 1 July 2017.
While we accept the amendments, I would just ask
members in the other place, in particular the Greens
party, to have some consideration for the perhaps
unintended consequences of the amendments that they
move and to give consideration to the need for the
recommendations of the family violence royal
commission to be implemented in an orderly way.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I rise to indicate that
we in the lower house support the amendments. I would
say that it is appropriate, in accordance with the
recommendations of the family violence royal
commission, that family violence be included as a
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ground on which relief can be sought under both
schemes, the fines reform legislation and the
Infringements Act. We think that is wholly appropriate.
There is a question when you have large reform
processes like this that the reforms should be
undertaken in a staged, careful and considered way,
which you would expect. But it is important to
understand I think that some time will be needed to
allow for the recommendations to be worked through.
We will obviously see more recommendations come
through in due course, but I would put on record that
with this and other bills that come before the Parliament
that form part of a broader process of change it would
be sensible to not accelerate those beyond what will
allow for the reasonable implementation of those
reforms.
Whilst we do accept the amendments like the
Attorney-General has indicated on behalf of the
government, we think that with these sorts of things that
involve substantial changes — very significant cultural,
legal and technical changes — they must be done in a
staged and careful manner.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Greens amendments in regard to the Fines Reform and
Infringements Acts Amendment Bill 2016. Certainly
we welcome the unanimous support that these
amendments received in the upper house and the
support that has been received from both the
government and the opposition in this place. These
amendments are essentially to make the fines system
more fair for victims of family violence and vulnerable
people. What we had in the bill was a scheme that
allowed for vulnerable and disadvantaged people
instead of paying a fine being able to undertake
voluntary work or to have their fines cancelled or
undertake other such initiatives.
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vulnerable and certainly people who are victims of
family violence.
Just picking up on what previous speakers have said,
the parliamentary process for legislation, including the
ability of all parties to move amendments, whether in
this place or in the upper house, is part of the legislative
process. The family violence royal commission was a
public process. Its report is out there in the public; it is a
public resource. Certainly the Greens see fit to use that
resource in improving legislation in this Parliament by
amending it. I welcome the unanimous support of the
other parties for these amendments. These amendments
make this bill better and certainly support those people
who are experiencing family violence.
Motion agreed to.

INTEGRITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (A
STRONGER SYSTEM) BILL 2015
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 54, lines 21 to 22, omit subclause (1).

2.

Clause 98, page 90, lines 9 and 10, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—
‘responsible, must—
(a) only direct any recommendation to that
authority; and
(b) not express an opinion about the associated
entity that is not directly related to the
Auditor-General’s determination of the
matters set out in section 15(1).”.’.

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
In reading the bill we saw that there was a need,
particularly coming out of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, for victims of family violence to be
included in the bill. What we have done is move
amendments — and again we welcome the support of
the other parties — to ensure that the victims of family
violence are added to the list of special circumstances in
which people can undertake something different from
paying fines or can apply to have their fines revoked
because of their experience of family violence. We
have also ensured that work and development permits
can be suspended where a person experiences illness
and where other exceptional circumstances arise. This
is an important amendment to ensure that our fines
system recognises and supports people who are

That the amendments be agreed to.

I think it is sufficient for me to indicate that these are
minor amendments relating to the Auditor-General and
they were supported, as I understand it, unanimously in
the other place.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The opposition, on
looking at these proposed amendments, does not
oppose them.
Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to welcome
to the gallery a delegation from the Board of Imams
Victoria and the Islamic Council of Victoria, who are
visiting us as part of a program offered by the
Sir Zelman Cowen Centre, Victoria University. Our
distinguished guests are here to learn more about the
principles of the Australian law and the working of our
Parliament. On behalf of the Premier and the Leader of
the Opposition and all members, I welcome them to the
Victorian Parliament.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Does the government fully
endorse the move of the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
to seek binding arbitration to bring an end to the
long-running CFA enterprise bargaining agreement
(EBA) dispute?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As I understand it, the
parties are involved in a voluntary conciliation process
before Commissioner Roe at the Fair Work
Commission. That is the ongoing process. I think there
are talks scheduled for as soon as tomorrow. The
government’s position is to support those discussions,
those talks. That is in our judgement and the judgement
of all the parties the way in which we will get a fair and
balanced outcome.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — A fair and balanced outcome —
that is how we will get there.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Did the
Premier or his office at any stage attempt to stop the
CFA seeking this binding arbitration?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The government’s
position could not be more clear. We and all the parties
support — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — We and all the parties support
the completion, the conclusion, of a voluntary process.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to continue,
in silence. The Chair will begin to warn members.
Mr ANDREWS — For the benefit of those
opposite, I will make the government’s position very
clear. We support and will continue to support this
voluntary process because we believe, just as I think all
fair-minded people believe, this is how we will get a
fair, reasonable and balanced outcome that supports our
career firefighters and of course respects and supports
our volunteers as well.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 11(2), which enables
you to determine that an answer was not responsive to
the question and to require a written response. This was
a very simple question about whether the Premier or his
office sought to prevent the compulsory arbitration. The
Premier did not go anywhere near answering that
question.
To state in general terms what government policy might
be in relation to that matter is not an answer. An answer
would consist of informing the house as to whether or
not he did seek to stop that arbitration. The issue of
responsiveness is not the same as relevance. The
sessional orders were amended in order to require
ministers to answer questions, and I ask you to direct
the Premier to provide a written response to this
question.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, just
because those opposite do not like the answer does not
mean that they can contravene the sessional orders. I
would ask that you rule this point of order out of order.
The Premier answered clearly and directly the question
that was put. No further action is required.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
direct the Premier to respond. The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.

Ministers statements: Melbourne Metro rail
project
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am very pleased to
rise to update the house on new government initiatives
in the release of the environment effects statement
(EES) for the Melbourne Metro tunnel project. This is
the most significant transport project in our nation —
the most significant transport infrastructure project
anywhere in Australia. And why would you not want to
create a world-class public transport system for one of
the world’s great cities? That is what the metro tunnel
will do.
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The 7000-page EES provides the details around this
9-kilometre tunnel, a tunnel that will free up space in
the current loop to run more trains more often, provides
the details of those five new station boxes and provides
details of all the different benefits that this project will
deliver for the people of Melbourne and Victoria. To
connect our two busiest train lines via a brand-new
tunnel to create those five new stations will improve
safety, improve amenity as well as provide all the other
value that can be created through activating those
spaces and indeed creating them as brand-new spaces.
There are thousands of jobs to be created with this
project as well, and ultimately what this will mean,
Speaker, as I know you understand very well and
indeed at least some members on this side of the house
understand it well, is that one of the great cities of the
world — the City of Melbourne — will have a
turn-up-and-go public transport system. There will be
no need for a timetable, just like in Paris, London, New
York, Tokyo and Hong Kong. We are not just talking
about it; we know where the stations are, and it is fully
funded. We are getting it done because that is what we
were elected to do and that is what our city and state
need.

Gang violence
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Police. I ask the minister:
according to her government, does Victoria have a
serious problem with out-of-control youth gangs
carrying out home invasions, stealing cars, flaunting
their crimes and taunting our police?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — As I
indicated to this house yesterday, we are significantly
concerned about the rising crime rate, which has been
occurring over the last six years, and there are some
particular issues that the Chief Commissioner of Police
and I have had some initial conversations about in
relation to young people and particular groups of young
people and their practices particularly in relation to car
thefts and particularly in relation to breaking into
homes for car thefts. That is why in the budget we put
in place the biggest investment — in the last two bigger
than in the whole of the time the opposition was in
government — of sworn police officers.
There are 406 new police officers of which there is a
specialised group of police officers who will be
working specifically on gang-related issues — 30 of
those. In addition to that, 40 additional officers will be
specifically dealing with public order. There is also
Operation Cosmos that the police have established.
This is about working across our regional stations and
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bringing those commands under the crime command in
order to have a centralised coordinated approach to
dealing with this issue.
In addition to that, what the Chief Commissioner of
Police has undertaken is to have a youth summit that he
is currently coordinating, because we do acknowledge
there is an issue. He acknowledges there is an issue.
That is why he has asked for the resources that we have
given him. He asked for the resources. We have given
him them. That is why he has a particular task force
working specifically on this issue and working with
local communities. We are giving the police
commissioner what he has asked for — more resources,
more technology, more police and smarter police who
are able to tackle some of these really difficult issues in
our community, and particularly at the moment those
issues that affect a number of young people.
What the commissioner has said to me is that this is
going to require the use of all our regional crime
commands, and that is what he is doing. He is pulling
that all together in a coordinated strategy using the
additional resources that we have provided him with in
order to tackle this issue. So let us be really clear: under
this government we increased police resources, unlike
those opposite, who did not fund one — not one! —
sworn police officer. They did not fund one sworn
police officer in their time in government. So we will
continue to work with the chief commissioner to ensure
the police have got the resources and the support they
need to tackle crime in this state.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Youth
gangs are terrorising families not just in Melbourne but
also in Geelong, where Superintendent Daryl Clifton
recently said that Geelong officers sometimes felt they
were ‘working in a war zone’. The minister’s colleague,
the member for Geelong, described this 42-year police
veteran’s comments as not only offensive but wrong. Is
the government’s Geelong MP just another example of
Labor being completely out of touch with the gang
crime wave that is engulfing Victoria?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Can I be
very clear: absolutely not — no, no, no! That is not the
case. Let us be really clear. We have given the police
commissioner 406 additional sworn police, and the
police commissioner has indicated as recently as the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings on
the public record that some of those additional police
will go to Geelong.
Mr Paynter interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass is
now warned!
Ms NEVILLE — Can I say, I remember the
commitment that the former Liberal government made
in 2010, then in opposition, when it said, ‘Oh, we want
to put 70 more police into Geelong’. You know how
many it did? None!
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Members for Footscray and Ringwood
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray and the member for Ringwood will remove
themselves from the house for 1 hour.
Honourable members for Footscray and Ringwood
withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Gang violence
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
clarification from you. The minister has previously said
in this chamber, and to prevent her from misleading the
chamber, that governments cannot direct the police. In
her answer she has just now said that governments
should be able to direct the location of police. Before
she misleads the house, can you get the minister to give
us some — —
The SPEAKER — The Leader of the Opposition!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the Chair is on his
feet, all members will remain silent. There is no point
of order.

Ministers statements: automotive transition
plan
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — I am very pleased to rise to inform the
house of a new government initiative to provide a
$300 000 grant to Recyclable Packaging in Seaford.
This will give the company the financial boost it needs
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to establish an additional manufacturing facility.
Recyclable Packaging will employ 10 new workers,
with 15 additional roles to be created in other
organisations over the next two years as part of a
revamp project worth $1.5 million.
This grant is part of the Local Industry Fund for
Transition, or LIFT, which is a key part of the Andrews
government $46.5 million automotive transition plan.
This package will help automotive businesses transition
to new markets, help workers to retrain and find
sustainable jobs, and attract investment, importantly, for
communities impacted by the closure of car
manufacturing. LIFT will support jobs and
communities in Melbourne’s north, west, south-east
and, importantly, in Geelong.
This government will clearly not shirk its responsibility
when it comes to the automotive industry. Companies
like Ford in Broadmeadows and Geelong, Toyota in
Altona and Holden in Dandenong unfortunately were
goaded by the former Liberal Treasurer to pack their
bags, as they did, taking with them many thousands of
jobs. But we are doing everything we can to work
through the mess we have inherited and help those
businesses and workers through this transition.
The actions of the commonwealth government are in
stark contrast to the federal opposition leader, Bill
Shorten, who earlier this month, together with the
Premier, committed that if a federal Labor government
was elected it would match our funding towards LIFT
and the automotive supply chain transition program.
Unlike the coalition, we will simply not abandon the
Victorian automotive workers. We will stand up for
them.

Police resources
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. Yesterday the minister said not one
single police station has closed under this government,
so I ask: can the minister confirm that the Burwood
police station, unstaffed since March 2015, covered in
graffiti, doors locked, with desks lined with dust, is in
fact not closed but simply being adjusted?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I am very
happy to repeat what I said yesterday. The only people
who have closed police stations were those opposite.
They were the Heidelberg West station, and they were
the Drysdale, Portarlington and Queenscliff police
stations.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will come to order.

Questions and statements interrupted.

Ms NEVILLE — The chief commissioner said in
PAEC that of 329 stations we have not closed any of
those. In fact in relation specifically to Burwood, they
have got more officers out on patrol in Burwood than
they had before. So there are actually more police out.
And guess what? Where they are — —

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Bass
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
will now withdraw himself from the house for a period
of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Police resources
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is both misleading the house and debating the
question. I ask you to bring her back to answering the
question and answering it truthfully.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister, to continue in silence. Government
members also will allow the minister to continue in
silence.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — As the Chief
Commissioner of Police indicated at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) hearings
on the public record, of the 329 stations we have, none
of them are closed.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to
continue.
Ms NEVILLE — I am not sure whether those
opposite are now calling the chief commissioner — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern will come to order.
Ms NEVILLE — Once again we see that on this
side of the house we back in the chief commissioner.
We do not undermine the chief commissioner.
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — I do not know if people
understand this in terms of crime, but actually what
helps prevent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will not warn
the member for Malvern again. The minister is entitled
to silence. The Chair is entitled to hear the answer as
put by the minister. The minister, to continue in silence.
Ms NEVILLE — I am not sure if those opposite are
aware that having police out in our community on the
front line actually prevents crime. As I indicated
yesterday, 86 per cent of time behind the counter is
spent either on a statutory declaration or bail — people
signing for bail. That is what happens. So what we need
to do, as the police commissioner has said, we need our
police on the front line. That is where they are, and no
stations have closed.
Supplementary question
Mr WATT (Burwood) — Given that yesterday the
minister told this house that not one police station had
closed or had reduced hours under this government, is
she seriously telling the communities of Burwood,
Ashburton, Torquay, Carrum Downs and Nunawading
that they are all wrong and that their police stations are
all open the same hours as they were two years ago?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Again, no
stations have closed. It is not just my saying that; the
Chief Commissioner of Police is saying that. So let us
go through it: Burwood, more police out on patrol;
Carrum Downs, more police patrols over the
weekend — more proactive police patrols. What about
Nunawading? We now have transit and highway patrol
units based at Nunawading. So we have more police,
we have got police working smarter and we have got
them on the front line to reduce crime in this state.
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Ministers statements: employment
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to inform the
house about new achievements of the Andrews Labor
government in securing jobs for all Victorians. Data
released last week by the Australian Bureau of Statistics
confirms that Victoria is continuing to enjoy a golden
summer of renewal. It might be cold outside, but these
jobs numbers are glowing.
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Geelong — basically they started taking police from
Bellarine into Geelong to try to prop up the service. In
addition to that, for the first time ever there were no
additional police being provided during the peak
summer period when the population doubles. I think
that was a significant issue — absolutely a significant
issue — and the Chief Commissioner of Police — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to continue
in silence.

Victoria’s unemployment rate is down to 5.6 per cent,
and more than 113 000 jobs have been created since the
Andrews Labor government was elected. And even
better, our youth unemployment numbers continue to
show strong improvement, with more than
10 000 young Victorians having found a job since
November 2014. Our youth unemployment rate is now
1.8 per cent lower than one year ago.

Ms NEVILLE — What we need to do is make sure
that the police commissioner has the resources he needs
in order to provide the services in our local
communities to provide protection. That is why this
budget has an additional 406 — —

Contrast this with the performance of the previous
government, where young people in employment
dropped by 20 400 jobs. Those opposite cry wolf, and
they desperately try to ignore the economic malaise that
they inflicted upon this state for four long years.

Mr T. Bull — Speaker, my point of order is on
relevance, the question was very specific about whether
the minister would provide double the number of police
in Lakes Entrance, as she demanded for her own
community in 2013, in peak holiday times.

But to borrow from a federal Liberal Party phrase, it is
the Andrews Labor government that is delivering jobs
and growth. We had the strongest employment growth
in 2015, we have had the largest fall in the
unemployment rate of any state since November 2014
and we have the best performing economy in the
country. We are leading the nation in state final
demand, and this is in just 19 months. Only an Andrews
Labor government will invest in the services and the
infrastructure that Victoria needs to deliver jobs for all
Victorians. Only an Andrews Labor government is
getting it done.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order at this point, but the Chair
does ask the minister to come back to answering the
question.

Police resources
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — My question is to
the Minister for Police. In 2013 the minister stated in a
media release that not doubling the police presence in
the Bellarine region when the population doubles over
the holiday period exposes the community. The
minister is the third minister I am asking this — for the
fifth time. Can she guarantee then, given her comments,
that this coming school holidays, when the population
of Lakes Entrance will more than double, the police
presence in Lakes Entrance will double as well?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I thank the
member for his question. Back in 2013 let us remember
where we were in Bellarine and right across the state.
Because those opposite did not deliver their election
commitment — there were no additional police in

Ms NEVILLE — It is not actually — as those
opposite would know, because they changed the
legislation in 2013 — up to the minister to determine
where resources go. But it is my responsibility to ensure
that the chief commissioner has the resources he needs
to make the decisions in the best interests of Victorians
and keeping all our communities safe.
Supplementary question
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — Given that the
minister will not hold herself to the same standards that
she sets for others, will she at least provide a minimum
guarantee that the police presence in Lakes Entrance
over this coming school holiday period will be at least
as large as it was in Lakes Entrance two years ago?
Ms NEVILLE — What I can guarantee, as we have
done since we were elected, is to continue to increase
sworn police — 406 new ones in this budget, but since
we came to office we have got additional sworn police.
That is what I can guarantee. What I can also guarantee
is that in fact the Lakes Entrance station is up for
refurbishment as part of this budget as well. So we have
a strong commitment to the Lakes Entrance
community.
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Ministers statements: HealthLinks
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I rise to
update the house on a new government initiative in the
field of chronic disease care. We have announced a
particular initiative called HealthLinks, which is
fundamentally about a new funding and investment
approach for our health services to provide better care
for their patients in the community.
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Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I thank the
member for his question. Can I just say he is absolutely
incorrect. The facts do not back up anything that he has
said today, and I want to give some facts to the house.
Firstly, in November 2014 there were 13 151 sworn
police officers. In March of this year there were 13 215,
excluding new recruits — an increase. Protective
services officers (PSOs) increased — —
Honourable members interjecting.

We know that we have about 60 000 avoidable hospital
admissions every single year. That is largely driven by
the fact that we have too many Victorians that have
complex and chronic diseases, and they need better
support for health care in their local community. If they
do not get that, they end up having to utilise the acute
system, they end up in our emergency departments and
they end up with worse conditions than what they
started with.
We also know that access to a GP is incredibly
important. We estimate about 5 to 8 per cent of
Victorians already do not use a GP because they feel
they cannot afford one. We are deeply concerned about
the ongoing freeze to the GP Medicare co-payment. It
is absolutely essential that we have a functioning
primary healthcare system.
I am really delighted that the commonwealth Minister
for Health, my counterpart in Canberra, has recently
indicated that she understands that we need to make
access to a GP far more accessible, but her money men
in the Liberal-National party coalition are not backing
her in. Can I say that I am very, very pleased that the
Victorian Treasurer understands that a healthy,
functioning health system is not just critical to the
health care and wellbeing of Victorians but is an
incredibly important part of our economy, and I have
got every confidence that our money man, the
Treasurer, will continue to invest in and support the
Victorian health system. We stand ready to support the
federal health minister to take on the men in the Liberal
Party nationally, who keep cutting funding from the
Victorian health system.

Police resources
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. With Victoria’s population having
grown by around 150 000 people since the government
was elected, is it the fact that whether the minister bases
it on regional police numbers, frontline police numbers
or total police numbers, they all show that the number
of police in Victoria is not keeping up with population
growth?

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is entitled
to silence. The requirements under standing orders
apply to all members, and that includes the Leader of
the Opposition.
Ms NEVILLE — PSOs in November 2014, 1162;
in March of this year, 1352. So there are more sworn
police and operational police. In fact there have been
increases in the Victorian public service staff, the
people who do forensics et cetera. In 2014 there were
2669; in March of this year, 2934. Let us get the facts
right: we have been investing and increasing the
number of sworn police in this state by over 40 per cent
while population growth is at — —
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister said she was quoting from a document. Can
she provide that document to the house?
The SPEAKER — Was the minister quoting from a
document?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn made a point of order. The Chair must be
able to hear the minister when the Chair is putting a
question to the minister with reference to the point of
order made by the member for Hawthorn. The Chair
asked if the minister had referred to a document. The
minister was not referring to a document and has
indicated that she would be willing to provide that to
the house.
Mr Guy — On a new point of order, Speaker, the
minister has said that she was quoting from a
document. She was holding that document in front of
her face, straight towards you. Any review of the TV
footage will show the minister holding a document
quoting, and she said she was quoting. Under standing
orders the minister, if asked, must make that document
available to the Parliament. She has said she was
quoting, and to say anything else is to completely
mislead this chamber.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair accepts the
response submitted by the minister. The minister
indicated that she had not; however, she did indicate
that she would be happy to provide that document to
the house. The Chair fails to understand what else the
Chair or the minister can do. The minister will provide
that. The minister will do so and continue.
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Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I think over
the last two days I have clearly said we think there
needs to be more police. That is why we have got a
record investment in this budget of $596 million for
406 additional police. So just from the time we were
elected to now we have invested in more police than
those opposite did in four years. Every single sworn
police officer has been delivered.

Ms NEVILLE — On a point of order, — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister of course is
entitled to continue to use that paper or document in her
hands and subsequently facilitate the provision of that
document to the house as the minister indicated. There
is nothing further on the point of order. The minister, to
continue to respond through the Chair.
Mr Guy interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — I am quoting figures. As you can
see, it has got handwritten notes, but that is fine. I am
happy to provide it as soon as I have finished my
answer, and I am also happy to provide the actual
document from the police commissioner on which I am
basing my answer today.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was
responding to a question put by the opposition. The
minister is entitled to silence. The minister, to continue.
The minister has concluded her response.

Ministers statements: Victorian School
Building Authority
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
detail a new initiative of the Andrews government, the
Victorian School Building Authority (VSBA). I can
advise the house that the international recruitment firm
Korn Ferry has been engaged — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Guy interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — Sure, absolutely. It is exactly the
same. As you can see — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
her seat. The minister is entitled to silence when
providing a response to the member as asked. The
minister will now continue to respond to the question.
Ms NEVILLE — As I was saying, we have had an
increase of over 40 per cent in frontline staff in Victoria
whilst population growth is at 26.5 per cent, so we are
giving the police commissioner the police officers that
he needs. We are providing the police commissioner
with the resources that he needs and the technology that
he needs in order to deliver more police, smarter police,
out on the ground to deal with crime in Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given that the minister’s
answer in fact confirms the correctness of my question,
and given the fact that Victorian police officers are
going on record from Geelong to Melton to Hastings in
an unprecedented cry for more resources, is the minister
seriously going to continue to tell the community that
all these experienced police officers are wrong and that
we do in fact have enough police on the beat?

Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Minister for Police was asked to table the documents
that she was quoting from. It is the precedent of the
house that documents that can reasonably be assumed
to be attached to that document also need to be tabled.
A precedent of the house is that associated documents
can also be construed as being part of the document that
was requested to be tabled. That is a precedent of the
house. That is what has been done on every other
occasion here since I have been here for 10 years.
Therefore, Speaker, I request that all three pages — a
minimum of three pages — that the minister was
holding during her answer be tabled in accordance with
the precedents of this house.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, there
were not three pages, there was one page. There were
two pages that the minister had left here from a
previous answer, which she then picked up at the end of
her answer. There was one page, and it has been tabled.
Mr Pesutto — Further on the point of order,
Speaker, in addition to what the member for
Warrandyte said, the minister undertook to provide to
the house the documents — not the page, the
documents. She undertook that, so she has to comply
with the undertaking to you.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I remind members that
the Chair in relation to that matter had ruled following
the Chair’s question of the minister — namely, had the
minister referred to a document, to which the minister
responded no. The Chair did indicate to the house that
the Chair had accepted her bona fides and her response
to the matter. However, the minister did indicate — in
good faith, may I say — that she would provide that
document to the house, and as I understand, the
minister did so. There is no point of order. The Minister
for Education, to continue in silence.
Mr MERLINO — The firm Korn Ferry has been
engaged and has begun the recruitment process for the
chief executive officer of the new VSBA, and the
applications close on 31 May. The government is
committed to investing in our schools, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $1.1 billion in
the budget a few weeks ago. This represents the largest
investment ever in Victorian school infrastructure, and
the new authority will be solely dedicated to the
efficient rollout of the biggest school capital program in
Victoria’s history.
We are also delivering the largest investment on record
for regional Victoria, with over $200 million being
spent in total on regional schools — so $200 million for
regional schools on this side. Those opposite delivered
a total capital program of $200 million. There are
61 regional projects contained in the budget, and in
terms of the number of projects and the dollars invested
well over 40 per cent are in regional Victoria.
The VSBA will upgrade Casterton Secondary College,
$750 000, in Lowan; Mansfield Secondary College,
$3 million, in Eildon; Warrnambool College,
$4.6 million, in South-West Coast; and Drouin
Secondary College, $4.5 million, in Narracan. We are
upgrading every single regional secondary college
identified as in the worst condition. There is funding of
$287 million for 23 new schools. We have 42 in total.
Only Labor invests in our schools.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Hastings electorate
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — (Question 7577) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I have been approached by a Bittern
constituent regarding his concerns about the graffiti on
a signal box at Bittern station and his request to
volunteer to paint over the graffiti. My office contacted
customer feedback at Metro Trains and received the
following response:
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Regarding the graffiti on the signal boxes at Bittern station,
because it is not in a hotspot area or within a station precinct,
it is only cleaned if deemed offensive.
Whilst we also appreciate your constituent’s enthusiasm to
remove the graffiti himself, regretfully, for safety-related
reasons, we are unable to grant him permission to carry out
this work of his own accord.

My question to the minister is: given Metro Trains has
ruled out allowing anyone else to remove this unsightly
blight on the community and refused to remove the
graffiti itself, what action will the minister take to have
the graffiti removed from the signal box at the Bittern
station on the Stony Point line?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before I call
the honourable member for Yuroke, if members have a
constituency question, they had better listen up. If they
have a constituency question, they should ask it
up-front. I do not want to have a situation where I rule
honourable members out because they have run out of
time to ask their question. If members have got a
constituency question, they should ask it up-front, and
then they can add whatever other embellishment they
want.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (Question 7578) My
question is to the Minister for Education. I am very
pleased that a new Navigator program to help at-risk
students to stay in school is underway in the Hume and
Moreland local government areas and that Jesuit Social
Services will run the Hume-Moreland pilot. How will
the Hume-Moreland Navigator pilot program be
structured, and how will this program benefit students
in Yuroke? It is vital to the Yuroke community that
disengaged students be re-engaged with education and
training, and I look forward to the answer from the
minister.

Euroa electorate
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — (Question 7579) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Residents in my electorate would like to
know what roads across the Euroa electorate will be
speed limited as a result of the government’s new road
safety strategy. Country roads have dramatically
worsened as a result of Labor’s savage cuts to road
maintenance funding. Since the Premier came to office
$113 million has been slashed from the VicRoads
maintenance budget, and of course $160 million in
funding for local councils to improve local roads and
maintain bridges has also been scrapped. The impact of
this has been a severe deterioration in roads across my
electorate, and it now seems to be the government’s

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Wednesday, 25 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

policy to not fix these roads but instead to restrict
speeds. The government is trying to mask its failure to
invest in roads maintenance behind a veil of road
safety. Labor is treating country Victorians as
second-class citizens. My electorate deserves better.

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (Question 7580) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. What is the
latest information on how the government is
encouraging more households to install solar energy
and battery storage systems? Many constituents in
Essendon are interested in reducing their carbon
footprint. Finding ways to install solar panels and
battery packs will reduce their carbon footprint and will
certainly reduce the amount of energy they pull off the
grid, so my question is: what is the latest information
on how the government is encouraging more
households to install solar energy and battery storage
systems?

Gembrook electorate
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — (Question 7581) My
question is to the Minister for Emergency Services.
What can the minister do to ensure the safety of the
Clematis Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade, which
had to remove the crew protection from its slip-on
vehicle, putting volunteers at risk. The captain has had
to email the CFA to cover himself from future liability.
Crew protection works, saves lives and is vital to the
protection of our local volunteers.

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (Question 7582) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety:
when will construction begin on the first stage of the
much-needed Thompsons Road upgrade and
duplication? Thompsons Road is one of the most
notorious and congested roads in Melbourne’s
south-east, and the Andrews Labor government is
going to fix it. Stage 1 of the upgrade will see the
duplication of Thompsons Road from Marriott
Boulevard to South Gippsland Highway and will
include the removal of the Cranbourne level crossing.
Stage 2 will see Thompsons Road duplicated all the
way from EastLink in Carrum Downs to
Berwick-Cranbourne Road in Clyde North, and it will
include taking out the roundabout at
Frankston-Dandenong Road and Western Port
Highway and putting in traffic lights. The 2016–17
state budget included $154.5 million for stage 2.
Residents in my electorate are extremely keen to know
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when these works will commence, and I ask the
minister: when will this happen?

Melbourne electorate
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — (Question 7583)
My question is to the Minister for Creative Industries.
Will the government purchase the iconic Palace Theatre
on Bourke Street to protect it from demolition? Last
month the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT) approved the demolition of the iconic and
historic Palace Theatre despite overwhelming public
support for it being protected. The people of Melbourne
are understandably angry that the developer, Jinshan
Investments, got away with damaging the interior of the
building prior to the VCAT hearing. This led the
Minister for Planning to say that it was no longer worth
protecting. I believe there is still enough heritage value
left to protect — so does the community and so does
the National Trust. In particular the internal shape of
the theatre is still very significant. The planning
minister refused to intervene when I questioned him
previously, so now I am calling on the Minister for
Creative Industries to protect this important music and
arts venue in Melbourne.

Eltham electorate
Ms WARD (Eltham) — (Question 7584) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
I thank the minister for coming to my community a few
weeks ago to hear the views of a packed room of local
residents regarding what they want to see the Andrews
Labor government do to keep them safe on the roads
and improve local and statewide bike path networks.
Many issues were raised, including a 1-metre rule and
improved signage on bike paths. I ask the minister:
what is the Andrews government going to do to
improve the experience of my local cyclists?

Forest Hill electorate
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — (Question 7585) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
When will the deficiencies in the facilities for both staff
and students at Orchard Grove Primary School be
rectified? The state government claims that it is putting
a significant emphasis on matters relating to
government schools, a claim which was repeated again
today in the minister’s statement in the house.
However, one of my state schools which has growing
enrolments, Orchard Grove Primary School, has
inadequate facilities for staff and students, including the
staff toilet facilities where over 40 female staff need to
use two toilets at virtually the same times each day. The
student toilets are also inadequate. The staffroom,
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which serves over 45 staff, is an old classroom and
cannot properly fit the entire staff when staff meetings
are held. I have previously raised these matters in
Parliament for the attention of the minister. My
community is anxious to know what the government is
doing about this unsatisfactory situation at Orchard
Grove Primary School.

Niddrie electorate
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — (Question 7586) My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
and I ask: how will the Towards Zero 2016–2020
strategy benefit the Niddrie electorate, most particularly
constituents living near the notorious
Newman Street–Keilor Road intersection in the suburb
of Niddrie? Yesterday there was a tragedy in the
Niddrie electorate, with the death of an Ascot Vale man
after a tanker crashed into several cars. Thankfully five
other people who were injured appear to have minor
injuries. This morning a teenager was hit on Milleara
Road in my electorate. I do hope that this important
road safety strategy — a billion-dollar investment — is
going to make a real difference to roads and road
safety. I want to congratulate the Premier and the
minister for coming out with this strategy.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I am very
glad to finally be able to speak in reply to the budget.
As I think I said to you earlier, Deputy Speaker, I was
worried this was going to be the best speech I never
gave due to the tactics of opposition members, who
seem far more interested in pointscoring and games
than actually talking about the things that matter to
Victorians.
The 2016–17 state budget enables Labor to get on with
the projects our state needs most. It delivers on Labor’s
promises: we are investing in hospitals, we are
investing in schools, we are investing in transport and
we are investing in jobs. Importantly it is Victoria’s
biggest education budget ever, with $1.1 billion
dedicated to building, upgrading and maintaining
schools across our state. As we know, under the
previous government, schools were left to rot, and this
is no truer than in the northern suburbs of Melbourne
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and particularly in the district of Pascoe Vale that I
represent — schools were left to rot. I am not quite sure
why opposition members are so hell-bent on pursuing
the east–west link because they never come to our side
of town.
This is a great budget for Pascoe Vale. It is a budget for
jobs and transport in Pascoe Vale. In relation to the
Fawkner cemetery, whilst it does not have too many
voting constituents, it is one of the biggest, if not the
biggest, employer in my electorate. I note that there is
$4.2 million in this budget for stage 4 of the new
mausoleums at Fawkner cemetery.
It is a budget that invests in local roads for Pascoe Vale
constituents. As the member for Sunbury, who is in the
chamber, would testify, there is ongoing expenditure
for the construction of noise walls along the Western
Ring Road. It is also a budget for local transport in
Pascoe Vale. The Melbourne Metro rail project, which
is fully funded, will free up space to run more trains on
the Upfield line, and the future of this project is certain.
As I said, it is the biggest education budget in Victoria
and it is the biggest education budget in Pascoe Vale.
We are rebuilding the schools in Pascoe Vale as part of
the education state. We are rebuilding Pascoe Vale
South Primary School, we are masterplanning Coburg
North Primary School and we are masterplanning
Strathmore Secondary College. The budget provides for
the continued investment of $5 million in Westbreen
Primary School, and the budget papers list the new
Coburg Junior High School as a completed project.
Innovative learning tools, new and evolving physical
spaces and inspiring mentoring and teaching programs
now make this school a leading example of modern
education. The budget also invests in doctors in
secondary schools, and two secondary schools in the
district of Pascoe Vale are eligible for the Doctors in
Secondary Schools program: Glenroy Secondary
College, which is a fabulous school in my community,
and Pascoe Vale Girls College.
The budget shows that we have a strong Victorian
economy, and a strong economy is an essential part of a
strong society. You cannot have one without the other;
they are not mutually exclusive. Victoria has
maintained its AAA credit rating, and this is a result of
the Andrews Labor government’s responsible
economic management and sound fiscal policies. This
is demonstrated in the very significant surplus the
Andrews Labor government has delivered in the
2016–17 financial year, and the significant surpluses
also extend throughout the forward estimates. Keeping
the budget in surplus means that the Victorian economy
is less vulnerable to the adverse effects of external
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economic shocks. Further, maintaining a surplus means
that the Andrews Labor government is not spending a
large proportion of our taxpayers money on servicing
debt repayments rather than investing in our people.
Instead this money can be spent more efficiently on
delivering the services and the infrastructure that the
Victorian people need. That is necessary to secure the
prosperity of Victorian society.
One of the great myths of Australian politics is that the
coalition parties are the only parties that deliver fiscal
responsibility and sound economic management. This
budget proves that wrong. This is a myth that needs to
be dispelled, and the Andrews Labor government’s
budget does exactly that. It shows that Labor is a party
of prudent economic management. Economic growth
rose by 2.5 per cent, and it is forecast to grow by 3 per
cent in 2016–17.
The Andrews Labor government is creating jobs at
three times the rate of the former government. In his
contribution the member for Malvern said we did not
have a plan for jobs, but that is because he failed to read
the budget papers before he gave his budget reply.
Since the Andrews Labor government came to office
there have been 112 000 new jobs created, and 71 100
of those are full time. There are more people with more
jobs. The unemployment rate has come down to 5.7 per
cent from its peak of 6.9 per cent in 2014 under the
previous government, the highest on the mainland at
that time. Under the previous government the
unemployment rate rose from 4.9 per cent in 2010,
when Labor left office, to 6.9 per cent in 2014, and this
was particularly felt in some of the suburbs that I
represent — across Glenroy, across Hadfield and in
those places where youth unemployment is amongst the
highest in the state. This government is getting people
back to work because that is what Labor does.
The ongoing economic growth, increased employment
opportunities and greater productivity are important for
a number of reasons, and not least of all because they
increase our standard of living. By that, I mean they put
food on family tables, they put shelter over the heads of
families, they help people afford their utilities and they
give our kids an education — and hopefully people will
have some time and some money left over for
recreation as well. Economic growth leads to increased
state revenue, enabling the government to invest in
crucial pieces of infrastructure and deliver more and
better services to people across the state and,
importantly for me, to the people of Pascoe Vale.
We are delivering in the areas of roads, transport and
schools. Schools throughout the Pascoe Vale district
have experienced significant growth in enrolments in
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recent years, and it is a trend that is forecast to continue.
Yet under the previous government, investment in
schools in my area declined. Principals, parents and
school communities as a whole were left thoroughly
disillusioned as schools were left to rot during the
dysfunctional years of the Baillieu and Napthine
governments.
Pascoe Vale South Primary School is a school that time
forgot, but the first announcement made by the Minister
for Education in the lead-up to this excellent state
budget and an important signal for what was yet to
come with the other announcements that were to be
rolled out across the state in relation to rebuilding
education in this state was that Pascoe Vale South
Primary School was to receive $3.5 million. It is a
vibrant school with 330 students from diverse
backgrounds. It was built more than 50 years ago, but it
was not built for longevity. It was intended to meet a
need at the time, and it was envisaged that it might then
be closed, but the need continues, and the school
remains open.
While the teaching is first class, the facilities are
substandard. The current state of the school’s facilities
restricts the ability of teachers to deliver on the
curriculum that the children in the school require. The
2012 condition report by the then Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development, a report
produced by the department under the previous
government, deemed that 71 per cent of the school’s
assets were in need of maintenance or repair, yet the
previous government let the school continue in a state
of disrepair. As a result, the condition of the school
deteriorated and the needs of the school became greater
and greater.
I have been working with the Pascoe Vale South
Primary School community since before I was elected
to ensure that it got the funding that it needed. I first
visited the school prior to the 2014 election and was
given a tour by principal Sue Spurr, a great advocate for
her community, the students and her profession as a
whole. I visited with the school council after the
election and received a great presentation from it, from
the parents in particular, as to what they needed for the
school and their kids. They told me about all the
fundraising efforts they put in, and yet the results of the
fundraising efforts were often sunk into things the
students never actually saw. On 5 August I asked the
Deputy Premier, who is the Minister for Education, to
accompany me on a visit to the school, and on
11 November I asked the Treasurer to accompany me
on a visit to the school. Both the Deputy Premier, who
is the Minister for Education, as well as the Treasurer,
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did visit Pascoe Vale South Primary School with me
and the Minister for Emergency Services.
We are very pleased that the Andrews Labor
government has provided Pascoe Vale South Primary
School with the $3.5 million needed to rebuild the
school in this budget. It is a fabulous result for the
school community, whose members have worked
tirelessly for this outcome. I would like to acknowledge
the principal, Sue Spurr; the assistant principal, Anne
Bashford; 2016 school council president, Michael
Grant; 2015 school council president, Kim Hurley; and
the student leadership teams across the last two years,
including Liam, Mia, James and Mia, Scarlett and
Roman, and Eleana and Kevin. Kevin enjoyed a good
conversation with the Treasurer on how, before he
decided he wanted to become the Treasurer, he wanted
to be an astronaut. Thankfully he became the Treasurer!
I would also like to make mention of the investment we
have made in Coburg North Primary School. This is
also a fabulous primary school in my electorate. Since
2007 the school student population has increased by a
staggering 147 per cent. In addition the school council
forecasts that the rapid surge in enrolments will
continue well into the future, as the population of the
school’s neighbouring suburbs is projected to rise.
Many people, particularly young people, are choosing
to make Coburg North their home, and they are having
young families in the area. The growth in the student
population over recent years has placed increasing
strain on Coburg North Primary School’s facilities. To
date the school has accommodated the increasing
enrolment numbers through portable classrooms, but
the school community does not want to see their school
grounds become a maze of portables.
Again I met with the school council president in the
lead-up to the 2014 election; in fact I think he cornered
me at the Batman Market on Gaffney Street. He did
make the point to me that he had raised the issues this
school had with both the Greens political party and with
the Liberal Party, neither of which had given him the
time necessary to hear out the concerns of the school
council. I also met with the school council post the
2014 election. I also took the Deputy Premier and
Minister for Education, as well as the Treasurer, to visit
this school so that they could both see firsthand the
needs of this important school community.
The Andrews Labor government has provided funding
for planning for the redevelopment of Coburg North
Primary School in the state budget. It is one of
35 schools that will share in $12 million worth of
funding for school planning in the 2016–17 budget.
Again I would like to acknowledge those key people
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who brought about this outcome: principal Helen Zull;
the school council president in 2015–16, Jo Harrison;
the school council president in 2014–15, Blair Hocking;
school council members, including Owen West and
Benjy Lee, as well as the others who make a vital
contribution to that school community; and school
captains Andrea and Anthony and Sayo and Jack across
the last two years, who have also worked tirelessly to
convince those making the decisions that their school
needed this investment.
I only have a couple of minutes left and there is so
much ground to cover, but I would also like to
particularly mention Strathmore Secondary College. I
note that the member for Essendon is now in the chair
in the role of Acting Speaker. Together we have been
working tirelessly with this school community.
Strathmore Secondary College is landlocked and has a
number of physical constraints placed on it by major
roads and the Moonee Ponds Creek. It has ongoing
growth in enrolments which is placing considerable
pressure on the school’s resources and facilities.
The Andrews Labor government provided funding for
planning for the redevelopment of Strathmore
Secondary College in the budget, and it too is one of the
35 schools that will share in $12 million worth of
funding for school planning. I acknowledge the key
people who were involved in this outcome: principal
Jill English; school council president Anne Kershaw;
school council members Jim Kounetas and Darren
O’Connor; and the other school council members who
have worked tirelessly with both me and the member
for Essendon.
I have already mentioned the Westbreen Primary
School. The $5 million funding commitment for this
fabulous school is across the forward estimates. I
acknowledge principal Tony Cerra; assistant principal
Trevor Daly; and school council representatives,
including the previous school council president, Bridget
Kille, and the new school council president, Colleen
Martin; and school captains Alex and Geetanshika and
Montana and Mahmoud, who have also worked for this
outcome.
If I could also finally mention the Doctors in Secondary
Schools program. The $43.7 million for the Doctors in
Secondary Schools initiative is delivering on the
government’s election commitment to fund GPs to
attend 100 Victorian government secondary schools in
disadvantaged areas. These doctors will provide
medical advice and health care to those students most in
need and those students who often struggle to get
access to this kind of care.
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The first GPs will begin visiting selected secondary
schools from term 1 in 2017, and I am very pleased that
both Pascoe Vale Girls Secondary College and Glenroy
Secondary College are eligible for this program. It will
continue to help Victoria achieve the education state
objective of happy, healthy and resilient kids and of
breaking the link by improving ease of access to health
services for disadvantaged young people. The Victorian
government is making sure young people receive the
health support, advice and treatment they need to
achieve their full potential.

In relation to the stamp duty surcharge for foreign
buyers, I remember the Premier when he was
opposition leader talking to Peter Mitchell, making a
promise to every single Victorian that there would be
no new taxes. Once again we see that the Premier has
misled the community; in fact he has told them a
barefaced lie. We are seeing more taxes, we are seeing
the Treasurer refusing to deny that he is planning to
scrap the first home buyers concession and indeed we
are seeing the typical budget that Labor governments
always deliver.

There is much that can be said about this budget. We
are investing in transport, we are investing in roads, we
are creating jobs and we are rebuilding our schools, but
importantly this is a very sound budget as a whole and
it is a great budget for Pascoe Vale. It will increase
local jobs, build local transport and reinvest in our
schools. I commend the Treasurer and particularly
thank the Minister for Education for the time he has
taken to understand the particular needs of the schools
across Melbourne’s north — schools that were well and
truly forgotten by the previous government.

I note on the front page of the budget it says, ‘Getting it
Done’. As far as the Warrandyte community is
concerned, they are getting done over. There is not one
dollar that I have asked for in this place for Warrandyte
police. The Warrandyte electorate has not had issues
with antisocial behaviour and crime to any great degree
in the past, but along with the rest of Victoria we are
seeing those issues rise and rise. We are seeing the
community calling for more police numbers in
Warrandyte, as communities are calling for them
throughout the length and breadth of this state. There is
not one dollar for more police and not one dollar for
more resources for the police in the Warrandyte
electorate.

Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It is a pleasure to
rise to speak on the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill
2016. It is a typical Labor budget. It is big spending, big
taxing. Tax revenues in this budget have gone up by
20.7 per cent. The tax take is huge with an increase of
$3.7 billion, and while the Treasurer was happy to
come in and talk about the fat budget surplus, he forgot
to mention that it was exactly the same budget surplus,
more or less, that was forecast by the previous coalition
government. With all that revenue coming in, with the
rivers of gold from the stamp duty take, with the money
from the Tatts appeal decision, this government could
only come forward with a surplus that was the same as
the one forecast by the previous government.
There are a lot of problems with this budget. There are
issues that are going to raise the cost of living. Certainly
the rise in coal royalties will only ever be transferred
onto the consumer. We have seen this before — when
Labor’s ill-fated desalination plant was put in place, it
was the consumer that ended up paying through their
water bills — and the same thing will happen in this
case; we will see power bills go up. And even during
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearings the minister was certainly put back in her
place by the department which said there was
absolutely nothing the government could do to stop that
happening. As sure as night follows day, as sure as debt
follows a Labor government, power bills will rise under
this government and will rise as a result of that
decision.

There is not one dollar to improve the congestion on
our roads in the Warrandyte electorate, not one dollar
for any of the many sports clubs that we have in the
area, and not one dollar for the neighbourhood houses
in the area. I can say there is one positive when it comes
to education in the Warrandyte electorate. The
Warrandyte community are seeing numberplates with
‘Victoria the education state’ on them, but as far as
anything else from this government when it comes to
education, that is about it, because for the 12 schools in
my electorate, the 12 schools that need funding, the
government of the day has completely ignored them. It
is, I am sure, just a coincidence that my electorate, the
Leader of the Opposition’s electorate and the shadow
Treasurer’s electorate barely got a dollar in this budget.
If you want to see a government that is concentrating
on politics more than people, concentrating on looking
after its mates before looking after communities, then
this is that government. We have a vindictive Premier
who will not ever direct money to electorates where
Liberals are supported by the communities, Liberal
supporters who know that they get a fair deal from
Liberal members. They get members who actually
come in — unlike the member for Oakleigh, may I
say — and back their communities, who are the
representatives of their communities in this place rather
than representing a Labor government in their
communities.
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My community has called on this government for
funding for police, for roads, for sporting facilities and
for the schools in our area, but this government is a
nasty, vindictive government that will not give $1 to the
seat of Warrandyte. It is very disappointing for all of
my community and certainly in stark contrast to the
previous government, where we saw money go to four
schools in my electorate at the time, the redevelopment
of the Ringwood railway station and the redevelopment
of the Ringwood police station. We saw money go to
sporting clubs in partnership with the local councils.
We saw all those different community clubs and groups
supported by the former coalition government.
Unfortunately this government is prepared to follow the
lead of the former Bracks and Brumby governments
that also declined to spend any money or allocate any
taxpayers funding to my electorate. It is an extremely
disappointing situation and certainly one for which my
community will hold this government to account at the
next election. Woe betide my Labor opponent in 2018,
who will have to come out and explain why this
government has abandoned the Warrandyte electorate
to the degree that it has.
As the coalition spokesperson for roads I have been
quite interested over the last year and a half, and indeed
during the recent Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings, to listen to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. Along with every single other person
in this chamber, I have no idea what the minister does. I
simply have no idea what he does every single day
when he gets up in a suburb that is a 40-minute drive
from his electorate — a 40-minute drive on a good day,
may I say, because the congestion on our roads is just
getting worse and worse. Not only has he got no
interest in his electorate — not only does he not live in
his electorate, but he does not work in his electorate and
he does not meet the people in his electorate — but he
has the same lackadaisical attitude to his portfolio.
We have a situation where the shovel-ready West Gate
distributor has been scrapped absolutely. We have
Transurban writing roads policy to no-one’s benefit
except its shareholders — not Victoria’s benefit;
no-one’s benefit except Transurban’s shareholders. We
have Transurban writing roads policy on a project that
is going to cost, unbelievably, people who do not drive
on it, money. The people who drive in the south-east
and the east are going to be paying tolls for an
additional 15 years to accommodate this Transurban
plan. The Premier has put himself in a position where
he has no negotiating capacity whatsoever. He has
made such a song and dance and taken such media
opportunities about this particular project that there is
no way that he is on any solid ground when it comes to
negotiating. Transurban will take the blank cheque
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from the Premier and laugh all the way to the bank, and
it will be to the detriment of those who live in the
south-east.
The federal government has tried to go into partnership
with the state government. The state government has
been complaining all the time, saying that the state is
not getting enough infrastructure funding from the
federal government, but of course the funding is on the
table, the funding is there to be used. On upgrades to
the M80, there is no interest there at all. Everyone who
drives down the M80 can see that there are those areas
of bottleneck, those three areas that need work. This
petty government has no interest in partnering with the
federal government on that particular program.
There is the absolute stubbornness when it comes to the
Monash, where again the federal government has put
money on the table to do an expanded job on what the
state government has proposed. Again, that has been
pushed away. The state government has said, ‘We are
not doing that, we are already far ahead with this
project — so far ahead in fact that we cannot possibly
accept the additional $400 million’. There is
$400 million to help with congestion on the Monash,
one of the worst freeways as far as congestion goes in
the Melbourne metropolitan area, and the state
government is leaving $400 million on the table
because its members are so stubborn — they do not
want to move.
We are seeing a $70 million cut to road maintenance
generally across the state. It is in black and white,
shown during the PAEC hearings. We have the
Kilmore-Wallan bypass in the budget papers as an
apparently completed project. I challenge anyone to go
out and drive on it, because it simply does not exist.
When questioned in the PAEC hearing, the minister
just said that it was a typo. How can you describe a
multimillion-dollar project listed as completed in the
budget papers as just an error? It is just simply
inconceivable that the minister did not pick this up, if it
is indeed a mistake.
The great thing about the Hoddle Street fix is that it is
actually on Swan Street and Punt Road; it is not even
on Hoddle Street. The minister tried to explain how it
will work and said that as far as the benefits that it
would bring were concerned he was not going to put a
deliberate figure on the reduction in congestion that that
particular so-called fix would bring. He was completely
unable to say. It might 40 per cent, it might be 15 per
cent — who knows? The answer to the question of how
much it will reduce congestion was simply, ‘Oh, well,
we hope for the best’. He did say — one of the gems
out of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
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hearings — that it was a difficult situation to fix
because the majority of traffic drives north, south, east
or west. What he was saying was, ‘We can’t fix this
problem very easily because there’s traffic everywhere
and when we do come up with a $60 million’ —
so-called — ‘solution we don’t even know if it is going
to fix traffic congestion to any great degree’.
As far as road maintenance is concerned, particularly
out in the west of Victoria but also in the east, the
answer there has been simply to put in a great number
of signs with speed limits that are reduced significantly,
which is a clear message to those in those country areas
that there is going to be no money going out to fix those
potholes and those crumbling edges that the increased
truck traffic is causing to those roads. Country people
have got no thought that the minister will even go out
and talk to them, let alone actually direct some money
that way.
As far as roads go under this government, we have got
major projects written by businesses that will get
windfall gains as a result, we have got less road
maintenance funding, we have got projects apparently
finished that have not even been started, and we have
got fixes for metropolitan congestion but the
government has no idea whether they are actually going
to work or not. The whole roads portfolio is a shambles,
with a minister who is so disengaged from the whole
process of being a minister, much less being a member
of Parliament, that it is difficult to see why, with the
opportunity to reshuffle, the Premier did not put
someone in there who actually cares about the roads
and about the frustration that motorists feel every single
day.
The Premier did make a good move, though. He moved
the former Minister for Industry on, giving that
portfolio responsibility to the member for
Williamstown. I said this yesterday and I will say it
again: I am sure that the member for Williamstown, the
Minister for Industry and Employment, in just 24 hours
now knows as much about the portfolio as the previous
Minister for Industry did. Acting Speaker, you should
have heard her in PAEC. When asked questions about
industry funds — tens of millions of dollars worth of
funding that she had the authorisation to allocate to
industry right across the state — she could not tell us to
which industries money had gone, she could not tell us
how much of the funds had been spent and she could
not tell us by what criteria money would be allocated.
When asked about output measures, ‘What will this
funding bring?’, you would expect an answer such as,
‘Well, it’s going to bring a 2-to-1 or 4-to-1 influx of
commercial investment’ or, ‘For every $1 million we
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are aiming to get 10 jobs’. Her output measures for tens
of millions of dollars of industry funding are — I will
not quote, because I do not have the document, but you,
Acting Speaker, can read the transcript for yourself —
to make vulnerable communities feel safe and to give
them hope.
I have seen output measures in budget papers before. If
these are the output measures, they say volumes about
this government as far as its approach to business is
concerned. If they are the government’s output
measures, it should put them in the budget. It should
show us the measure of hope and the measure of
vulnerable communities feeling safe, if that is what the
government is spending all the money on. The reality is
that it is a Labor government slush fund to be used to
buy photo opportunities and to farm out to mates. There
is no other conclusion anyone could have come to when
you listened to the minister at PAEC. When you read
the transcript, you will see the complete lack of
knowledge she had about these. She either had no
knowledge or she was deliberately hiding something.
As I have said publicly before, I have asked the
Auditor-General to audit those funds so that we can all
clearly understand them and so that the taxpayers can
understand where their money is going and what value
they are getting from it.
These funds, the Future Industries Fund, the Premier’s
Jobs and Investment Fund, and Melbourne’s North
Innovation and Investment Fund, are slush funds. They
are this Labor government’s equivalent of Ros Kelly’s
whiteboard. That is what brought her down as a
minister and the operation of these funds and the
allocation of money from these funds is something that
this government would be, I think, very worried about
having any sort of independent and external
investigation into the operation of, because there is
simply no way that the minister cannot have had any
material knowledge about these funds. As I said, the
answers that she gave at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearing show an ignorance or a
need to hide what is actually going on.
All up, I am sure government members opposite will
get up and say what a great budget it is, but the fact of
the matter is that the budget has been allocated to seats
that the Premier and the Treasurer want to reward.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — Great. The electorate of
Warrandyte did not get one dollar from this
government, and, really, constituents there do not
expect to get anything from a Labor government except
more debt and secular interests. They certainly expect
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to be disappointed on a regular basis by this
government, as opposed to, as I said, the previous term,
where the electorate was actually recognised as being
part of Victoria and part of a broader community that
actually contributes to the broader state. They are and
will continue to be extremely disappointed by our
Premier, who has let them down, who has let them
down before and will repeatedly let them down over the
course of the next two years that he is in office.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

House divided on Ms Spence’s motion:
Ayes, 48
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms

Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
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Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the debate be adjourned until later this day.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Speaker, the minister is
asking that the debate be adjourned until later this day. I
think she owes the house an explanation of what the
government’s intention is in adjourning this debate and
when it intends to bring it back on for debate —
whether it should be adjourned until later this day,
whether the government wants to postpone it
indefinitely, whether it wants to avoid further
accountability to the community for the budget that it
has delivered, or whether it would be more appropriate
that it be adjourned for only a more limited period of
time. In other words, it is quite disgraceful that when
this house is assembled this week to deliberate on and
debate one of the most important issues for the
community of Victoria — namely, the budget — this
house is being treated with such contempt. The minister
has moved that — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The manager of
opposition business, in silence.
Mr CLARK — The minister has moved, first of all,
to adjourn this debate and now to adjourn it until later
this day without offering any explanation to this house
as to the rationale for justifying the adjournment of the
debate or the time for which she wishes to adjourn it.
That is treating the house with complete contempt. The
reason we have a notice paper in this Parliament is so
that members and the community know what the order
of debate is going to be. It has been the choice of the
manager of government business to set down the
appropriation bill as the first item, and this house and
the community are entitled to assume that that is the
course of business that will be followed.
The house has resolved to adjourn the debate. The issue
now is for how long it should be adjourned, and the
house is entitled to ask the minister, to ask the
government, to provide some explanation of how they
intend the remainder of this day’s business to be
conducted. At the moment the way the government is
proceeding, having offered no explanation to the house,
members on this side of the house — indeed perhaps
some of the government’s own backbench or the
Greens or the Independent member — have no idea of
what is going on, how to plan their day or when they
can expect this debate to be resumed.
Speaker, you will know, as I am sure all honourable
members know, that members schedule their day
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around the notice paper, around the order of
proceedings, and many members here have other
commitments which they now need to rearrange. The
manager of government business owes this house an
explanation as to how she intends to proceed now that
she has adjourned debate on the appropriation bill. She
should not simply expect this house to agree, sight
unseen, to something which she has not had the
courtesy to tell this house about — and as to what her
intentions are. Therefore, accordingly, I believe this
motion should be opposed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
has already spoken. As the Leader of the House
understands, she can do so by leave, and if not, another
member of the house can speak to it.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I too wish to support the
comments made by the manager of opposition business
relating to this highly unusual adjournment. What I
wish to do is advise the house — —
Ms Allan — Remember those days when we didn’t
have a government business program?
Ms ASHER — Well, I do. I remember the days
when we had someone competent setting out the order
of government business!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Brighton!
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is warned. The Chair reminds members that
when the Chair is on his feet, members will remain
silent or the Chair will withdraw members, on both
sides. The member, to continue.
Ms ASHER — Thank you, Speaker. What I wish to
do is explain to the house how these orders of the day
are actually devised — in supporting the manager of
opposition business. The fact is that this is not done by
some random allocation. Every day the Leader of the
House actually sets the government business program.
It is the choice of the Leader of the House as to how
these orders of the day are actually confirmed. Within
the government program it is entirely at the discretion
of the Leader of the House as to the order of this
agenda. So I can only assume that what we have had
here is either a very drastic change of mind by the
Leader of the House as to what is the most important
item of government business of the day, or we have had
incompetence from the Leader of the House. I suggest
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to the Leader of the House that in future, if she wishes
to order a particular order of items of the day, she needs
to think more carefully through her ordering of the
program.
I go back to, in words of general support for the
manager of opposition business, the fact that members
of Parliament do arrange their time around government
business, orders of the day. We on this side of the house
would have expected that the budget was the no. 1 item
for debate. In fact the government has already indicated
that it wants the budget through, which is not
unreasonable in this particular week, because it wants
the public sector to be able to function. That being the
case, when opposition members have 15 minutes each
to debate the budget on this particular day, what the
government is seeking to do is truncate the capacity of
opposition members to debate the budget fully, because
the Leader of the House has already flagged that we
will move on to a take-note motion in the next sitting
week of Parliament, where members of Parliament will
only have 10 minutes to look at the most important
document that a government puts before this Parliament
in any given year.
As I said, I indicate my support of the manager of
opposition business. It is inexplicable that a government
would not seek to decide its own order of business. I
might add, this order of business is done very late in the
day — very late in the day — and the Leader of the
House has the capacity to change almost at the last
minute, so there is no way known that the Leader of the
House can say the orders of the day had to be printed
prior to this order being decided. The Leader of the
House has decided, quite rightly, no. 1, that we should
be debating the appropriation bill. That is what we are
all here to do. That is what we want to do. In fact I have
had a speech prepared since budget day on this, and I
am very, very keen to point out a few items in relation
to this budget and for my own electorate.
As I said, members of Parliament take some notice of
the orders of the day, even if the Leader of the House
does not. Members of Parliament go by the orders of
the day in terms of their preparation and their
willingness to come into this chamber to listen, to
participate and so on. So I too believe that the Leader of
the House owes an explanation as to why we have
moved off the most important bill that we will see in
this chamber for the entire year to move on to, I am
assuming, something of lesser significance.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I will
just make a few points. This faux outrage by those
opposite, with the member for Brighton getting up and
saying the budget is the no. 1 item — well, ask a
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question in question time. They fail to ask questions of
ministers and the Premier on items in the budget. If you
really want to talk about the budget, ask a question in
question time. We are not taking lectures from those
opposite.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order!
Mr MERLINO — We all remember the circus that
was this chamber when they were jumping through
hoops for Geoff Shaw, the circus this place became.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
resume his seat. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
on a point of order, in silence. The Leader of the House
will allow that to happen.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask
you to bring the Deputy Premier back to the debate and
whether he thinks we should be adjourning this matter.
It is not an opportunity for him to grandstand in here
while he has got the call.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
come back to speaking on the current discussion.
Mr MERLINO — The Leader of the House was
attempting to give an explanation to those opposite, and
they denied leave. It is within the remit of the
government to go to the items that it chooses. It is
within the remit of the government to do that. There is
something else on our agenda, and it is the prerogative
of the government to go to it. We will not be taking
lectures from those opposite —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier, in
silence!
Mr MERLINO — who in the time of Geoff Shaw
and an attack on a former Chief Commissioner of
Police allowed this place to descend into a circus —
there was no government business program. It is the
prerogative of the government to go to the items it
chooses, and that is exactly what it will do.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, once
again I would just pick up on the point of order that was
made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Ryall — Excuse me!
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Ringwood, in silence, through the Chair!
Ms Ryall — That point of order was about not
debating the issue that was at hand. The Deputy
Premier was once again debating the issue rather than
speaking on the point of order. It is clear that the Leader
of the House set the motions of the day, set the orders
of the day, set the agenda of the day, and whilst she is
saying it is up to her — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Ringwood, in silence! The member for Ringwood will
come to making the point of order conclusively and
succinctly.
Ms Ryall — The orders of the day had been set.
That was clear. I do not agree with the debate that was
coming from the Deputy Premier, and I ask that you
uphold the Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s point of
order on this.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier has
now concluded.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — On behalf of The
Nationals, I rise to support the manager of opposition
business on his point of order. I also support the words
of the member for Brighton. The Nationals have
speakers prepared, and they have prepared to speak for
15 minutes. This is a budget we are debating. It is
important that we give as many members as possible
the time to debate the budget as specific to their
electorates and in the interests of their constituents
before the whole thing passes into history. The motion
that is being put forward to be the filler motion of
10 minutes after this is clearly not adequate, and as we
well know, some members will be making responses to
this budget in August and September at this rate if the
house continues in this manner of deliberating on this.
We have shadow ministers who are now, post the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearings, wanting to make contributions in this debate
and to bring the knowledge gained at PAEC to the
debate in this house and to the attention of the public in
general. It is important that we do this. It is almost
holding this whole process in contempt that we end up
with one and a bit speakers on the budget, and that is
probably the way it is going to be for the sitting week
we are considering the budget.
When we look at what is left on the business program
and the bills that are yet to be debated, we really do
need to get on and be debating the budget as long as
possible and then deal with the other bills that are on
the program tomorrow. Some of those bills can be dealt
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with very expediently, but some of those bills require
some detailed consideration. The State Taxation and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016 is one in which there
is a great deal of interest, whereas the Witness
Protection Amendment Bill 2016 and the Livestock
Disease Control Amendment Bill 2016 are a little bit
more straightforward, and the Appropriation
(Parliament 2016–2017) Bill 2016 has already had
some speakers on it. Nonetheless, we have a lot of work
to do, and we need to be getting on with it and not
having to have fights like this because the government
cannot organise its business program.
As pointed out by the member for Brighton, this can be
well organised. In the time she was the Leader of the
House when we were in government, it was well
organised in the way we went about the government
business program to allow maximum debating time on
issues and to get the program through with the debate
on the content that was necessary. But here we are
again with the government business program looking
like a shambles. That is certainly not a good look for
Parliament. That is why I think we do need to say to the
government, ‘Get yourselves organised’. This could
have been done, as pointed out by the member for
Brighton, by organising the government business
program last night and getting it printed off this
morning. Then we all would have known where we
stood. There was an expectation that we would spend
more than 20 minutes or so on this appropriation bill
today. So I think it is a very good point of order from
the manager of opposition business here today in order
to point out the problem we have with this.
As I said, there are a number of members of The
Nationals remaining who have prepared their speeches
with a reasonable expectation that they will be heard
this week and be relevant to their electorates and to
their constituents about issues associated with the
budget. There are numerous issues, but that is not the
subject of this debate. The subject is that it is relevant to
those people to have their representatives heard in this
place on the budget. By all accounts, the way this is
now fronting up, they are not going to be heard this
week, and goodness knows what will happen next
sitting week. Again, the relevance of the budget is
slipping away in those people’s minds. Their questions
are unanswered. The information is not there. The
public debate that needs to be had is not there, and
therefore the scrutiny is not there, because we are not
giving these members the time in this sitting of the
house to deliver the responses to the budget. So clearly
this is an important point of order, Speaker, and I ask
you to consider your ruling on this for the constituents
who have not had their voices heard on the budget.
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Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — Both the
member for Mildura and the member for Ringwood by
way of points of order seem to be labouring under the
misapprehension that we are speaking on a point of
order here. We are not. We are speaking on a motion
before the house. It is a debate that has now been going
for close to 20 minutes, which I think gives the lie to
the crocodile tears we are seeing from members
opposite, including the member for Mildura, about
there not being enough time to debate the budget. If that
was their genuine concern, they would not be spending
20 minutes on a debate about whether or not something
should be adjourned until later this day.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAKULA — I know it is disorderly to take up
interjections, but I will take up the interjection of the
member for Hawthorn. The Leader of the House sought
to rise to her feet to provide the house with information,
and leave for her to do so was denied by those opposite.
So if members opposite genuinely want to hear a
rationale from the Leader of the House, they will
provide her with leave to give that information to the
house.
I see the member for Brighton gesticulating wildly as I
make this contribution. Let me simply make the point
to the member for Brighton, who used to sit where the
Leader of the House sits now, that the member for
Brighton knows full well that despite the presence of a
government business program, from time to time
matters arise where a motion is brought before the
house for other matters to be dealt with instead. She
knows that that is the case, because when she was
Leader of the House, she did it. There is nothing
unusual about it. So I say to members opposite who are
wringing their hands about wanting to debate the
budget that there will be plenty of time for that. I note,
as the Minister for Education noted, that there has not
yet been a question put to the Treasurer about the
budget, which suggests that the excitement of those
opposite about the budget is somewhat manufactured.
This is a very normal motion before the house — for
the government business program to be superseded by
other urgent business — and if members opposite are
serious about not wanting to rob time from the budget
debate, it would be better for the motion that has been
moved by the Leader of the House to be put before the
house without further delay.
Mr Thompson — On a point of order, Speaker, it is
not clear to those on this side of the house in relation to
the matter that has been under discussion regarding the
Leader of the House whether the point she made has
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actually been put to the house. It is a very significant
matter that we are contending with today — on the
basis of the 88 electorates around the state and the
interests they have in the matter — and there should be
clarity and due process in relation to the matters before
the house. Certainly I raise a question as to whether the
issue has been clearly put and ruled upon in the present
context.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 48
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms

Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 38
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until later
this day.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
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GRIEVANCES
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order!
The question is:
That grievances be noted.

Education
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I am pleased
to lead this grievance debate. I grieve for Victorians, I
grieve for Victorian families and I grieve for Victorian
students, considering the way in which this government
is treating families with regard to its education policy. I
would have had the opportunity to talk about education
during the debate on the budget, but obviously that has
been stopped and this government has sought to limit
debate on the budget. So I am very pleased to talk about
this issue now during the grievance debate.
This government was elected on a promise to make
Victoria the education state. This government was
elected on a promise to deliver for all Victorians. There
are a number of promises that this government made,
but when you scratch away the veneer, it actually
becomes very clear that what this government has said
it will do is very different to what it is actually
delivering with respect to education.
I would like to start with a commitment that was made
by the now government in opposition. This government
said that it was going to remove all asbestos from
Victorian government schools by 2020. So by the
year 2020 every inch of asbestos would have been
removed from every government school in the state.
Well, that is what the government promised Victorians,
and the government has said it is committed to that
promise — very noble. But when you actually scratch
away the veneer, you learn that what this government is
doing is very, very different.
We have learnt, after 18 months of this government,
that this government, firstly, does not know how many
school buildings in the state contain asbestos. Those
opposite do not know how many buildings contain
asbestos. Secondly, we learnt through the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) hearings
that the government does not know what it will cost to
remove the asbestos. We do know that this government
has allocated $28 million to achieve its target of
asbestos removal, but what we also know is that the
Department of Education and Training has advised the
government that the potential cost of removing the
asbestos is upward of $800 million.
So $800 million is the cost for asbestos removal and
those opposite have a funding allocation of $28 million,
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and this is from a government that says it will remove
every inch of asbestos by the year 2020. You would
have thought that this government, after 18 months,
would know what it would cost and how many
buildings in this state will have to be fixed to achieve its
target.
But it gets worse. It gets much worse, because we know
that last year there were two incidents involving
asbestos that affected young children in their own
schools. They involved asbestos that was revealed in
the school playgrounds. Kerrimuir Primary School was
undertaking works to build a long jump pit when soil
was removed and asbestos revealed. At Footscray
Primary School, in the member for Footscray’s
electorate, asbestos was discovered on the — and I
quote from the Maribyrnong Weekly —
‘asbestos-riddled oval’ of the school.
With two significant incidents, that were covered in the
mainstream media, of asbestos discoveries in schools,
the Minister for Education was asked one very simple
question: with respect to his auditing of schools to
achieve his target to make our schools asbestos free by
2020, how many schools were audited for soil testing
with respect to asbestos? Was it 1000? Was it 500?
Was it 400? Was it 100? In fact, amazingly, the answer
from the minister was zero. Under this government not
one school has been audited with respect to asbestos in
soil.
But this government stands by its promise to make our
schools asbestos free. We know that this government
has no plans to deliver on that commitment. The
Victorian community knows it, and I know when I
travel the state talking to principals, whether they be in
metropolitan areas, in coalition-held seats or Labor-held
seats, they collectively tell me this government has no
plans to deliver on that promise and they do not expect
their school to be asbestos free under this government.
The other area I would like to quickly touch on which is
causing grave concern for Victorian families is this
government’s attack on them with respect to the agenda
that it is imposing on our schools. One only needs to
look at the way this government has enacted programs
such as the Safe Schools program, the respectful
relationships program and the Doctors in Schools
program. We know very clearly that the views and the
role of parents are not to be considered by this
government with respect to those programs taking place
in Victorian government schools. During the recent
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearings the Minister for Education said, and I quote:
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… I would not want any politician to be put in the position or
want to be put in a position where they are deciding what
curriculum and resources are provided for our students.

This is the Minister for Education saying in the PAEC
hearings that he does not believe it is the role of
politicians to be dictating the curriculum in our
Victorian government schools. One only needs to look
at what this government has in fact done with Safe
Schools to see it is the absolute, complete opposite.
With respect to the imposition of the Safe Schools
program on every Victorian government secondary
school in this state, the government has said it will be
mandatory for every school to subscribe to that
program.
Further in respect of the operation of the Safe Schools
program in government schools, during PAEC the
minister was given the opportunity to allow Victorian
parents to have a say on whether or not their children
participated in the program. We know the answer from
the minister was very clear. The message from the
minister was: if you are a government school, you will
deliver the program, and if you are a parent of a student
in a Victorian government school where the program is
going to be delivered, I tell you what, you are going to
have to put up with it, because it is going to be
delivered within the school for your child.
The quote that I just mentioned was in regard to
whether or not politicians should be involved in
deciding curriculum and resources. The question was
asked in relation to an anti-Jewish play called Tales of a
City by the Sea, a play that is an attack on the Jewish
community, an attack on people from Israel and an
attack on people of the Jewish faith. The minister was
asked in PAEC whether he would take action and
intervene on that matter. He said, ‘It’s got nothing to do
with me. I don’t get involved in curriculum. I don’t get
involved with regards to what’s taught to our
schoolchildren. That’s for others to decide. Don’t ask
me to get involved’. But when it comes to the Safe
Schools program or when it comes to parents’
involvement in the respectful relationships program, the
minister is more than happy to dive right in and dictate
to Victorian families what the government believes.
I am more than happy to stand in this place and say
that, when it comes to the education of our children, if it
is a decision between parents and the Premier deciding
what is in their children’s best interest, I will be backing
Victorian parents every day. That is the difference
between this side of the house and those opposite. They
are more than happy to dictate to Victorian families
when it comes to whether or not their children should
participate in a play which is an attack on Israel and on
Jewish people. Those opposite may want to try to
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defend it, but it is very clear that under this government
when it comes to parents’ views on whether or not their
children should participate in the Safe Schools program
or where parents are concerned that their year 7 or
year 8 child is going to be involved in looking at
sexually explicit ads, parents are being told, ‘You just
have to put up with it’. That is simply not good enough,
but from this government we do not expect anything
better, because this is a government that does not
consider the views of parents.
The case in point is the rollout of the Doctors in
Schools program, which is being rolled out at
100 schools. The Australian Medical Association not
only raised concerns about the different aspects of the
program prior to the last election but is still maintaining
its concerns with the program. The question was asked
of the Minister for Education: will a parent have the
right to determine whether or not their child will
participate in this program? Will a parent know if their
child is going to see a doctor in their school? The
answer from the minister was he had no idea. He has
got no idea. He is rolling out a program and he has not
even developed a policy around this fundamental issue.
When people like Waleed Aly and others on The
Project were raising criticism of this program
nationally, one would have thought that the government
would have thought through this issue because it is not
an issue that has just been raised now. It was not an
issue that was raised after the budget announcement.
This was a concern that had been highlighted prior to
the implementation of the program.
You would have thought the government would have
had the opportunity within its own department to get a
brief on how it is going to be implemented and to at
least put an explanation out to school communities on
how the program will work with regard to parental
consent. What the government has in fact done is throw
it back onto the individual schools to develop their own
policy. Therefore the schools themselves are going to
have to develop a policy on this, and again the
government is not willing to do the hard work and get
this problem fixed before it is actually implemented.
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for that growth? We know that within Cardinia shire
417 babies are born each quarter and five new families
are moving into the municipality each day — so 20,
maybe 15, maybe 10? Under this government the
answer is?
Mr Paynter interjected.
Mr WAKELING — The member for Bass is also a
member representing our community. How many
parcels of land were purchased in his community for
new schools? The answer is zero.
Mr Wynne — No; one.
Mr WAKELING — Zero.
Mr Wynne — He has got his finger up saying one.
Mr WAKELING — Zero. Not one parcel of land
was purchased by this government for a potential new
school. In fact the government is only building one new
school in that entire municipality, and that was off the
back of work that was done by the former coalition
government. When it comes to planning for growth
under this government, this is a government that has
done very little.
I would just like to finish on the sorry tale of the South
Melbourne Park Primary School. This is a school that is
to be constructed on a site next to the Albert Park Lake.
The government promised that there was a building that
contained Parks Victoria and Orchestra Victoria, and
Orchestra Victoria was going to work in collaboration,
in partnership, with the school and develop a program
of education for young people. What a fantastic idea. I
think that is a great idea. There was only one problem.
It would appear that nobody in the government actually
asked Orchestra Victoria whether it wanted to
participate in the program.

We know that the population of the state is growing at
the rate of 100 000 residents each year. You would
think that the government would get on with the
planning of new schools in our growth corridors. We
know the Grattan Institute has identified that there is a
potential need for upwards of 220 additional schools.

We now know that when a study was done of how the
school was going to be rolled out, Orchestra Victoria
said that it had expressed strong views against sharing
facilities with the school, noting that the goals of the
organisation are not aligned with music education. So
what has happened? Instead of Orchestra Victoria
staying on site working in collaboration with the new
school, this government is having to bail out Orchestra
Victoria to find it a new home, potentially at a cost of
upwards of $1.4 million — $1.4 million in relocation
costs!

I will use the Casey-Cardinia corridor as an example.
The member for Gembrook, who is beside me, has
constituents in the Shire of Cardinia. How many new
parcels of land has this government purchased to plan

Government members said a lot when they were in
opposition. They claimed to make Victoria the
education state, but when you look at asbestos, when
you look at the way that they ignore the views of
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parents, when you look at the planning for new schools,
or when you look at the way they have handled South
Melbourne Park Primary School, as just one example, it
demonstrates this government will not deliver.

Infrastructure
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a bit galling to
follow the lead speaker for the opposition in the
grievance debate, because it was his government that
effectively shut down Greensborough TAFE in our
community. Greensborough TAFE was shut down by
those opposite, and when we do reopen it in the near
future we will invite the member for Ferntree Gully
along to the opening. He can wear his ‘Sorry’ badge
and apologise to our local community for shutting that
TAFE down, along with all the other TAFEs around the
state that his government closed while it was in office.
I want to come to this grievance debate and talk about
population and managing the population growth in
Victoria. In particular I grieve for those members
opposite who, under the leadership of the current
Leader of the Opposition when he was planning
minister, failed to plan properly and deliver the
infrastructure and the services needed for Melbourne’s
population growth.
We all know that one of the successful outcomes from
our great economy and our great livability is that more
people want to live here. More people are confident
about raising families in Victoria — that is a good
thing — but we all know on this side of the house that
we have to manage that population growth properly.
We have to invest in infrastructure, and we have to
invest in the services that people need — schools,
hospitals, social infrastructure, sporting
infrastructure — to make sure that people have all of
those great opportunities to participate fully in life here
in Victoria.
What we saw during the four long, dark years when
those opposite were in power was a failure to invest in
any of the sort of infrastructure that is needed. It is
amazing to see — just 18 months after the then
planning minister, now Leader of the Opposition, lost
his job as planning minister at the election — that he
has discovered population growth. He has discovered
that there is a population that is growing here in
Victoria. Recently he was quoted as saying:
Our roads are clogged, our trains are full and we can’t get
inside trams let alone find a seat on one.

He is not entirely accurate. He is trying to play up the
negatives and run down Victoria, but what an
admission of failure! If he as planning minister had
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delivered the sort of infrastructure we need as he sat
around the cabinet table, our transport system would be
a lot better off, but of course we know that the former
government did not do that. We know that all that was
delivered in their four years in office was a contract that
was rushed into to build a tunnel in the last dying
minutes of that government — a contract for a project
that was found to be of negative economic return to the
state of Victoria. It was rushed into, with a return of
45 cents in the dollar.
I do not know how much financial experience those
people on the other side have, but you do not need to be
a genius to work out that if someone offered you an
investment and said, ‘For every dollar you invest, you
are going to get less than a dollar back’, you would
probably have a long, hard think about putting money
into it. But then again, that investment, that contract
was not about the long-term interests of Victoria; it was
about the coalition’s own political survival, and it will
hang around their necks for a long, long time to come.
When the Leader of the Opposition was interviewed
12 months after being booted out of government, he
said in an article in the Age:
… I am very, very sure that the four-and-a-half million people
of Melbourne think … our city is bursting.

He then said:
Can you imagine it with another million people on top of this,
as it will be within 15 years time?

As I say, this is a guy who seems to have only
realised — or wants us to believe that he has only just
come to the realisation — that Melbourne’s population
is growing, but of course we know that he knew this in
government. We know that Plan Melbourne — his
planning blueprint, the Napthine government’s
planning blueprint for Melbourne — set out the
population growth for Melbourne. In particular it
indicated that the cohort of young people, school-aged
people, was expected to grow by over 450 000 — so
450 000 more school students in Melbourne by the year
2050. That is an enormous growth in the number of
young people, people who need schools and sporting
facilities.
At that point you would have expected a government to
start investing in schools, to start putting schools into
growth suburbs to address that. You would have
expected that when you looked at the capital spend of
government, when you looked at the capital spending in
education, you would see that that capital spend would
be rising to meet that challenge, and that the
government would be providing those services, but of
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course we did not see that. What we saw was a halving
of the education capital budget in Victoria, which
means that we are playing catch-up. We are investing in
infrastructure and we are delivering the services that
people want, but we are having to meet the demand that
should have been met years ago when those opposite
were on this side of the house.
Plan Melbourne indicates that in the northern
suburbs — in the northern subregion of Melbourne
where I come from, where my electorate is — the
municipalities of Banyule, Darebin, Hume, Moreland,
Nillumbik, Whittlesea and part of Mitchell at that point
had a population of 869 000 people, and the former
planning minister’s document estimated future growth
to 2031 of some 400 000 to 470 000 people,
approximately a 50 per cent increase in population for
2031. So why would you not invest in the transport that
was needed in the northern suburbs of Melbourne?
Why would you not put the roads in place? Why would
you not put the transport infrastructure in place to meet
that growing demand? But of course those opposite did
not. They did not do that. They failed to do that.
As I said, they went to the election with one major
transport infrastructure project, the east–west link,
which has been discredited. It is not a political issue;
the Auditor-General has found — —
Mr Battin interjected.
Mr BROOKS — You should have a read of this
Auditor-General’s report. The Auditor-General found
that the contract for the east–west was rushed and that it
was a dud project.
Of course on this side of the house what we have done
instead is invest in infrastructure. We have said that the
Melbourne Metro rail tunnel is an important project for
Melbourne’s future. We want to unclog the city loop by
putting trains through Melbourne Metro, a massive
infrastructure project. We understand that the people of
Melbourne support that project.
In the end the people of Victoria voted for Labor and
Melbourne Metro over the Liberals and their dud
east–west project. I think that is something that those
opposite have not yet grasped, because they are still
clinging to the east–west link; they just do not want to
let go of east–west. We know it is a dud, and I think
deep down they probably know it is a dud, but the
politics are difficult for those opposite. So it was great
to see the environment effects statement released for the
metro rail tunnel project. This is a great project that is
going to see trains taken out of the city loop so that we
can have much better services.
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In our part of Melbourne, in the northern and
north-eastern suburbs, we have got the Mernda rail
extension — a much-needed project. The previous
planning minister was quite happy to see subdivision
after subdivision in the growth corridors in the northern
suburbs of Melbourne go ahead without infrastructure.
We now have a government that says, ‘Yes, we want to
grow, but we also are going to deliver the transport
services that people need in the communities that they
live in’. Mernda rail is a great project, one advocated
for strongly by the member for Yan Yean for so long.
Now we are going to see the Mernda rail extension
happen, with this budget providing $588 million. That
will provide for about 8 kilometres of extra track and
two extra stations, including a premium station out in
Mernda.
An interesting thing about the Mernda rail extension is
the recent comments by Mr David Davis from the other
house, who was out there criticising that project. Not
only do those opposite fail to deliver infrastructure
when they are in government but when Labor rolls out
that infrastructure they are out there complaining that
the whole rail line is not going to be at grade. I think
they have got this thing about level crossings: they love
level crossings and they hate the fact that Labor is out
there removing level crossings and building rail
infrastructure without level crossings. It is impossible to
build the Mernda rail extension underground because
there is a water table lying some 37 centimetres under
the ground level, so you cannot go below ground. If
you go at grade, you are going to divide communities
and have level crossings. So in some sections the
government is looking at building bridges — —
Mr Battin — Sky rail.
Mr BROOKS — Those opposite now refer to any
bridge as a sky rail. It is just an indication of the joke
that they have become in terms of transport
infrastructure that they would label bridges sky rail —
unbelievable! Anyway, it is probably a sign of the
desperation of those opposite that they are criticising
infrastructure that they themselves could not put into
place.
The Hurstbridge rail line for a number of years has had
problems with its reliability and constrained operation,
especially during peak hours, because of the single
section of track between Heidelberg and Rosanna. Due
to your good work, Acting Speaker Ward, and that of
the member for Ivanhoe there has been a concerted
effort to ensure that the most recent budget includes
funding so that the line can be duplicated and a new
tunnel built next to the existing tunnel to allow trains to
run in both directions all the time. It means that when
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there is a problem with the timetable, if there is
someone sick or injured on a train line or if there is a
train breakdown, we will be able to get trains through
that area.

edges, so it is an important road to be upgraded. Again,
the member for Yan Yean has pushed hard for that, and
it is great that it has been highlighted in the budget as
well.

It means there is going to be much better reliability for
people in my community, in the member for Ivanhoe’s
community, in the Acting Speaker’s community of
Eltham, and in the member for Yan Yean’s community.
This is a great project. Again it is about delivering more
transport services into the north-east of Melbourne to
make sure people in that growing area can get transport
into the city and enjoy the livability that other
Victorians also enjoy.

The O’Herns Road project is one that the member for
Thomastown has pursued. Around $40 million has been
allocated by this government to deliver the project. We
are waiting for the federal government to put its fair
share in. We will wait and see if the Prime Minister is
interested in investing in infrastructure in the suburbs of
Melbourne. We will just have to wait and see. But
certainly the Andrews Labor government has been very
proud to put its money up for that particular project,
which is the interchange at O’Herns Road and the
Hume Freeway.

Another project that we are delivering in the northern
suburbs of Melbourne is the new Chandler Highway
bridge. This is a great project. It is meeting some
opposition from some Liberal-aligned local councillors,
but again it is a great project that will remove a
bottleneck. It will also improve, I might say — with a
level of some personal conflict of interest — the bicycle
facilities and bike track along the Yarra, because that is
a set of steps that this particular member of Parliament
is sick of climbing! That is a great outcome for the
many cyclists who use that track.
Mr Wynne — The Gipps Street steps?
Mr BROOKS — No, the ones a bit further along,
Minister, at Chandler Highway. The removal of that
bottleneck on the Chandler Highway will mean that the
traffic flows much better both along Heidelberg Road
and on Chandler Highway itself. It is a project that has
been championed strongly by the member for
Northcote.
Then there are a whole range of road projects in the
northern and north-eastern suburbs that I am really
proud this government is implementing, again
demonstrating that it is ensuring that it gets the
infrastructure in place to meet population growth. Just
north of my electorate there is $140 million for Plenty
Road to be duplicated from McKimmies Road right up
to Bridge Inn Road. This will particularly service those
people living in areas like Mernda, but it will also
provide some relief on that congested road for people
who live in the Mill Park area. This is a fantastic
project.
The duplication of Yan Yean Road is a project that the
member for Yan Yean pushed very hard for. That is
going to duplicate Yan Yean Road right up to Kurrak
Road. Members may not be aware that the road is now
servicing a major new growth area, but effectively it is
still a single-lane track in each direction with unsealed

There is a great project on Bolon Street, Eltham, that
you, Acting Speaker, pushed for. That is a
$10.2 million project to improve the safety of that road,
which has become a major thoroughfare. It is to make
sure that there are turning lanes, paths for bikes and
pedestrians and to remove as much as possible the
potential for any issues between motorists and other
road users. That great project is long overdue.
In the area of health Labor is providing services to the
people in the suburbs as well. We have seen a
$40.8 million infrastructure investment in the last
budget going to the Austin Hospital. There is
$17 million to establish an elective surgery unit out at
Broadmeadows Health Services, and this means that
more people are going to be able to get the surgery that
they need. The funding that has been provided is just
over $300 million to make sure people get the surgery
that they want. That sort of money means the
equivalent of around 3100 coronary artery bypass grafts
or around 6700 more hip replacements. This makes a
difference to people’s lives, and it protects people’s
livability. Again, it stands in stark contrast to the
actions of those on the other side of the house who,
when they had the chance, failed to invest in these
important services.
In conclusion, along with all the schools we have
delivered right throughout the northern and
north-eastern suburbs — new schools in growth areas,
where those opposite failed to install new schools —
we are building schools and renewing schools in
existing suburbs. We are getting on with the job of
investing in that important infrastructure and showing
up the Leader of the Opposition for his failures when he
was the Minister for Planning.
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Dairy industry
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a contribution to the grievance debate,
but before I do, could we acknowledge the wonderful
school of Yarrawonga College in the gallery up there,
with Kim Stewart and the teachers and parents? It is
great to have them here today.
I grieve today for the dairy industry. The Victorian
dairy industry is a combination of farming families,
farm staff, corporate farm processes and employees of
over 4000 Victorian farms. They come from Orbost and
Maffra in the east. They come from Leongatha and Fish
Creek in the south. Dairy farmers hail from
Warrnambool and Scotts Creek in the west and of
course from Cobram, Yarrawonga, Rochester, Oxley
and Corryong in the north. In so many communities
across Victoria we have hardworking dairy farmers
with a strong work ethic and a can-do attitude not just
on the farm but within their local communities as well.
They say before you can really understand a person’s
predicament you need to have walked a mile in their
shoes. I spent most of my working life as a dairy
farmer, and we milked in excess of 1000 cows, so I
have seen enough cows to know which end the milk
comes from. Yes, I have walked many miles in their
gumboots. The dairy industry is a cyclical industry, but
I do feel the need to give a short 101 lesson to all in this
place who maybe do not quite understand the
intricacies of the dairy industry as those on this side of
the house do.
The Victorian dairy industry is basically an export
business. To be perfectly honest, there is a greater level
of concern around the value of the Australian dollar
against the US greenback than there is about Coles and
Woolies selling milk at $1 a litre. Do not get me wrong;
I disagree with the cross-subsidisation the supermarkets
enter into, which basically devalues milk in the eyes of
consumers, but that is not the root of the problem; that
is not the problem that the dairy industry is facing
today. Approximately 10 per cent of a farmer’s income
comes from liquid drinking milk, so if we double the
price of drinking milk, it would still be only a small
percentage of the family farm income. Cheese is sold
for around 69 cents a litre in milk equivalent, so we
need a competitive Australian dollar, and we need
strong demand in international commodity prices.
Lesson two is that milk production is more about
mathematics than it is about luck. It is a matter of
energy in, milk out — simple as that. The basic formula
is to understand the opening price at the beginning of
the season and then factor in a couple of step-ups,
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which are milk price increases, and backdate them to
the beginning of the year. Then you have a budgeted for
estimated final price, give or take 5 per cent. It sounds
quite simple. Then you decide how much milk you
want your cows to produce — either high input and
high yield, or low input and low yield. You do this by
establishing your input costs, whether it be grass, hay,
grain, irrigation water or other energy and protein, then
bingo, a spreadsheet tells you whether you are in line to
make a profit or not. As with every other business, you
then decide your model for the coming year, and
obviously you still have a few variables, with Mother
Nature and water allocations to decide your preferred
pathway.
Always remember that it is an industry where the peak
dairy product, or the farm-gate prices, are narrow at the
peak, and the troughs can be quite wide. Then throw
into the mix European Union subsidies and other
international production variables and of course Russia
and China, and you have a fairly volatile mix. So even
when prices are good, you do not always get the
opportunity to upgrade the farm or machinery; it is
small changes rather than wholesale changes. That is
some of the background.
What has happened in the Victorian dairy industry is
that it has been shamefully let down by the two most
senior people in the Victorian dairy industry: the CEO
of Fonterra and the CEO of the Murray Goulburn. Do
not get me wrong; I am a staunch advocate for Murray
Goulburn, and you will rarely find someone who
speaks more highly about Murray Goulburn than I do.
It sets the benchmark. It sets the price for the entire
Australian dairy industry. That is not the Victorian
dairy industry but the entire Australian dairy industry.
On a typical year some of the proprietary companies
and the smaller cooperatives wait for Murray Goulburn
to announce its opening price. So if Murray Goulburn
opens at 45 cents equivalent, then others will open at
47 cents a litre. If Murray Goulburn opens at 25 cents a
litre, the others will then open at 27 cents a litre, and
that is the way the dairy industry sets its price — on the
benchmark of Murray Goulburn. So Murray Goulburn
underpins the entire price. In fact some companies
quote their price in the season as Murray-Goulburn
price plus 2 or 3 cents a litre.
Now the mismanagement and the long-term denial of
the senior executives has let the farmers down; they
have led them down the garden path. It is like leading
foxes to the chookhouse. Hence we have a major
problem. The shareholders, or the farmers, need to
seriously look at the Murray Goulburn board or the
Fonterra board and be absolutely clear that they have
the right leadership structures to take that business
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forward, because without good leadership, without
good governance and without strong confidence by
farmer suppliers towards the board and senior
management, we have a time bomb waiting to explode.
Now is the time to make any further tough decisions,
because you do not get two bites at this cherry.
If you want to take a look at it in other terms — if you
look at it in terms of football, and I do not want to take
this lightly, but if you are like Freo, you have nine
losses and zero wins. The seagulls are starting to circle,
and now it is time for a 12-point turnaround. The
problem is that you are standing there with a certain
goal to kick — the dairy farmers have made all the hard
decisions throughout the year; they have the cows
producing well and are ready to kick a goal — when all
of a sudden the ball flies at the other end, and the
opposition kicks a goal. This is very similar to what has
happened in the dairy industry. It has set its team up
really well for the year, and all of a sudden it has been
let down at the critical time.
The fact that Murray Goulburn is asking for a clawback
is disgraceful, and I call on Murray Goulburn and
Fonterra to immediately reverse the decision of the
clawback. This is a decision that gets the board and
management out of difficulty but throws the farmer in
at the deep end, literally. I agree with United
Dairyfarmers of Victoria when it says, ‘Remove the
clawback, and we need to remove it now’, because that
is disgraceful action by Murray Goulburn and Fonterra.
Let us consider the young farming family who has just
purchased its first farm. It is a brand-new share farm
which works on a third-share arrangement. This family
is now making approximately $36 a day. We are about
to decimate a whole generation of young farmers
through the mismanagement — or more like
unconscionable conduct — of a board of management.
This is sacrificing the next generation of farmers so that
boards can save face. Well, this is not on; it should be
overturned, and overturned immediately.
Of course I grieve for the families, I grieve for the
employees on farm and the employees in processing
factories and small businesses. The small businesses
become the unofficial second bank or the short-term
lender to the farming business, the pressure rises within
the community and everybody pays the price. I have
just been out on the front steps, like many on this side,
talking to farmers who just do not know — there is so
much uncertainty in their industry at the moment —
where they are going, and they need some certain
direction.
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For those who do not know, farmers have a habit that is
generations old, and that is spending their money to
make their workload easier. They buy new tractors,
they buy new milking machines and they improve
pastures and irrigation systems. All that money goes
directly back into the local community. But now
everyone is feeling the pain. Although some farmers
might, most dairy farmers do not, have a history of
buying blocks of shares in a Macquarie Bank portfolio
or an investment unit on the Gold Coast; they reinvest
back into the farm and back into the community. When
we talk about the flow-on effect, no community
understands the flow-on effect better than the dairy
communities. For every dollar spent, this can be
re-spent seven or even eight times back into the local
community, so the very fabric of our family farms and
our local communities is now at risk.
The Andrews Labor government says that it governs
for all Victorians. It has collected $400 million for the
sale of Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria, and it
has stashed that money somewhere. It has sold off the
port of Melbourne for approximately $7 billion. The
dairy industry is the single largest food exporter
through the port of Melbourne. Yesterday the
government committed $4.5 million for dairy
support — yes, that is right, $4.5 million, which is
about 1 per cent of what it sold Rural Finance
Corporation for or 0.00064 per cent of the proceeds of
the sale of the port of Melbourne. That is a bit
embarrassing, as I see it. We have got an industry that is
in crisis, and the Premier has come out, got the headline
showing support but really has offered very little to the
Victorian dairy industry. Bear in mind we are talking
about 85 per cent of the farmers in Victoria supplying
Murray Goulburn or Fonterra. This is primarily a
Victorian problem at the moment, and the Victorian
government is not standing up when it needs to most.
We could look at it with a different perspective. If we
look at the amount of money the government
contributed yesterday compared to, as I said, the port of
Melbourne sale, and imagine the MCG with
100 000 people sitting in it, the amount of money the
government has contributed is equivalent to the players,
the umpires and the emergency umpires. That is how
little it has contributed when we look at the income it
has taken from rural Victoria, that has been built off the
back of rural Victoria, and I think it is quite shameful. It
is a short-sighted bandaid that will only infuriate
farmers rather than unite them.
We have a saying in country Victoria that says fires
bring communities together and floods can rip
communities apart. This government needs to step up to
the plate and offer some real solutions before this
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becomes a tidal wave right across regional Victoria. We
need this government to meet with local government
authorities. They can help to remove rates for the dairy
industry — for the farmers who are struggling.
Irrigation water is going to be the next straw that breaks
the camel’s back. There is low allocation. Farmers will
probably need to pay for water that they may not even
get, and the cost of delivery should be waived. Our
dairy farmers and farming families need real support
not just warm and fuzzy headlines.

will provide sustenance to our communities and
sustenance to the rest of our state, but if the government
fails them, if it throws peanuts, it will be responsible for
the demise of a wonderful industry. I say to the
Premier, the Minister for Agriculture and the Minister
for Water that destiny lies within their hands. Are they
really going to help, or are they going to turn their
backs on dairy farmers.

At the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings last week we heard that the agricultural output
budget was slashed by $36 million, which is disgraceful
at a time when we really need support in the
agricultural sector. At least the federal government
stepped up to the plate, and it has put a substantial
package together. As I said before, Victoria is 85 per
cent of the Australian export industry, and Murray
Goulburn and Fonterra are 65 per cent of the entire
Australian dairy industry. At the moment Murray
Goulburn and Fonterra suppliers are hurting, but others
will hurt as the new financial year unfolds, because as I
said, Murray Goulburn underpins the price, the rest will
follow, and then everybody will be feeling the financial
pressure.

Mr McCURDY — If the member for Melton
missed the news this morning, they made a package of
$600 million. We will accept half of that from the
Victorian government. Half would be good; a quarter of
that would be fine. The member obviously has not read
that.

In other disasters we have made sure that farmers are
contacted by phone or personally contacted to offer a
suite of services. We have not just waited for the family
to pick up the phone and ask for help. This government
should be proactive in reaching out to our dairy farming
communities, families and employees, not just setting
up the local footy ground and waiting for the crowd to
turn up. That is a recipe for a very poor result. We need
a proactive approach, not a reactive one.
This government is boasting a $2.9 billion surplus, and
it offered up $4.5 million yesterday. I just cannot
understand it when there is a real crisis going on. When
there is a crisis going on, it throws peanuts.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr McCURDY — Please, don’t insult our
hard-working families; they are up before dawn, they
go to bed late and they do it seven days a week.
China and Russia — well, their purchases are out of our
control. The Australian dollar against the US greenback
is also out of our control, and Mother Nature is
certainly out of our control as well. However, the
support that this government can give is well and truly
within our control, and I urge and I beg the government
to support these fine families. Give them a chance, and
they will bounce back. They will bounce back, and they

Mr Nardella interjected.

Their destiny lies in the hands of the Premier, and I
urge him to speak up, and speak up soon, because his
time starts now.

Dunkley federal electorate
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I take the
opportunity to rise and grieve on behalf of my
community in Frankston in regard to the chance that we
could actually have a federal Liberal government get
back in and hit our community for six. First I would just
like to take the time to say that yesterday — and these
are words from my very, very wise friend, the member
for Dandenong — the Andrews government did
something wonderful and progressive by making a
much-deserved apology to those convicted under old
laws that criminalised homosexuality.
A progressive state and progressive leadership —
probably the most progressive leadership we have ever
seen in this state — and yet today the Greens voted
with the Liberals to expel the very progressive Leader
of the Government in the Legislative Council for six
months. Shame! Unprecedented and purely politically
motivated punishment — base politics — and yet more
evidence that the Greens are anything but progressive.
They are not. One Green who walked into this chamber
did not even know what was going on. This also means
that we have one less progressive voice in debates like
the one that is going on in the upper house at the
moment about women’s reproductive rights. So, well
done, Greens.
Ms Williams interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — Nothing but Libs in designer
hemp, that is all. I thank the member for Dandenong.
That is beautiful and it really sums it up, because what
an act today.
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An issue we have in Frankston is that we have some
people acting like locals — and it is funny, the extent
they will go to. But we know that the federal Liberals
will be hitting my community of Frankston for six and
people are really feeling the pressure, knowing about
the cuts that are coming on 1 July, like them having to
pay for their Pap smears, blood tests, urine tests,
X-rays, ultrasounds and MRIs. They are no longer free
from 1 July. What kind of government does this? This
is disastrous for my community. We have people living
in some areas of Frankston and Frankston North who
have conditions that remain undiagnosed because they
feel that they cannot attend a GP clinic because they
cannot pay for prescription medicine. We know that
under the Liberal government, if it gets back in, a
family with two healthy kids will be forced to pay $412
a year more for essential health care. That is for healthy
kids and a healthy family. That is $412 that the federal
Liberal government, if it is re-elected, will take out of
people’s back pockets.
My community already has people living on the edge,
so to speak. Part of our community is no. 4 on the
dropping off the edge list, one of the most
disadvantaged communities in Victoria, if not the
nation. Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull needs to
prove to Victorians his plan for health and medical
research. What he is really doing is just cutting health
funding in the federal budget. We saw the effect of this
in Frankston earlier this year and last year, when
$100 000 was cut by stealth from the Frankston
Medical Centre, which services 10 000 patients a year.
The centre takes the stress off and ramping away from
the emergency department and the ambos at Frankston
Hospital, which has one of the busiest emergency
departments there is. We heard nothing from the federal
government but excuses. I thank God that we have
ministers like the Minister for Health, who are willing
to step in and get some skin in the game and redress
things like that, because they really affect my
community.
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government, our cabinet — being at the forefront of
policy for the nation, there is something particularly sad
about our national leadership.
Unfortunately Turnbull’s budget was, as we saw, just
Abbott’s leftovers, with cuts to family tax benefits,
work until you are 70, cuts to paid parental leave, and
$29 billion cut from schools. How the hell does anyone
stand up in public and raise their head when people are
reading that in the budget there is $29 billion cut from
schools nationally?
Mr Nardella — Shame!
Mr EDBROOKE — It is a shame. This is in stark
contrast to the Andrews government’s budget, which
shows that the government is listening to the people in
electorates like mine.
I would like to take members through the irony in some
of what we are experiencing in the federal election
campaign in Dunkley and my electorate of Frankston.
Bruce Billson has announced his retirement. Bruce
certainly leaves big boots to fill and I wish Bruce all the
best in his future career. I know that he will be an asset
to whoever he is working with. His leaving means that
the voters of Dunkley have a very clear choice.
I ask: what the hell would someone who has been the
chief executive of an economic development
corporation in regional Victoria as well as an
international lawyer in Kosovo, no less, know about the
effect of slashing penalty rates from people in
Dunkley? It is an electorate that runs from Seaford
down south to Mornington and, according to the
Australia Institute, has a mortgage belt and is a majority
blue-collar area where 89 per cent of people earn under
$87 000 per annum. I guess it should be asked: is this
federal candidate even local?
I refer to an article in the trusty Weekly Times of
24 February, and I quote:

Victorians also continue to get ripped off with
infrastructure funding, with Victorian taxes continuing
to pay for projects in Sydney and Brisbane. We know
that although Victorians make up 25 per cent of the
national population we get barely 9 per cent of the
infrastructure budget. It is shameful. Malcolm Turnbull
has not reversed Tony Abbott’s cuts to Victorian
schools and hospitals. He is the same policy mongrel.

Interesting to see Chris Crewther has won Liberal Party
preselection for the federal set of Dunkley on the
south-eastern edge of Melbourne. Chris will be well known to
readers in the Mallee for his unsuccessful tilt at the safe
Nationals seat of Mallee in 2013. Presumably Chris, who now
lives in Frankston, will tout his local credentials during the
campaign — as he did in the Mallee battle.

Malcolm Turnbull has also failed the test of national
leadership on family violence. He provided — I hear
you ask, ‘How much?’ — $472 million less than
Victoria has provided to combat this national
emergency. While I do not mind Victorians — our

‘My parents still live in Horsham. I did all my schooling in
Horsham and Murtoa. I am the only candidate from Horsham,
and the reason I stood is because I am passionate about the
electorate’.

‘I grew up in Horsham’, he told the Wimmera Mail-Times in
2013.
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No doubt he will be assuring Dunkley voters he is just as
passionate about their electorate.

And indeed he is.
But there is a pattern here. We have seen this before; it
is a well-worn path. The Liberals decide to put in an
anointed candidate, a yes-man, if you will, and they tell
everybody they are local. We saw this in the previous
state election. We get more yes-people in government
and less people who are willing to stand up and fight
for their community. The candidate for Frankston was
from Carlton, not Frankston. He is so local he is
nowhere to be seen now. My advice is. ‘You ain’t in
Kansas anymore, Toto’. In Frankston we smell untruths
an absolute mile away — and let me tell you there is a
thick stench of crap in the air right now.
I have spent the last two years fighting for Frankston
and investing in the Frankston community to make it
better for the people who live there. We have taken
some major steps, and I will not stand by while we have
candidates selling their souls to get a seat in Parliament
whilst delivering nothing for our community. I offer no
apology in not being backward in coming forward.
The Frankston community is being stonewalled as far
as facts are concerned by the Frankston council as well.
I am being asked daily by punters coming into my
office: why would this candidate lecture us about
penalty rates and the advantages of cutting penalty rates
whilst he employs the service of a councillor from
Frankston council who has little to say about allegations
put before him? These questions come from our
community and have been aired on the 3AW Drive
show.
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — The former mayor allegedly
held the most expensive fundraising cocktail party —
tell me if you stand by this — in recent memory. This
party catered for 60 people and it cost the ratepayers of
Frankston $21 000. But it was a fundraiser too and it
raised $4000. So he has catered for 60 people and he
has paid $21 000 of ratepayers money and made $4000.
Now, this is alleged, because we are being stonewalled.
No-one in the council will come out and tell us what is
going on. He has allegedly had such poor judgement
that he wanted the ratepayers to pay for 5000 business
cards for him to use as a councillor until the October
local government council elections.
So the community is expected to believe that he dishes
out 1000 cards a month or 30 a day while being actively
involved in the anti-level crossing removal campaigns.
Funny, that! He has ratepayers forking out $11 049 for
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his child care. Anyone in here get their child care paid
for? I did not think so. This bloke does — and it is on
the ratepayer. The list goes on.
These are all unanswered questions. I am not even
asserting or alleging that this person broke rules, but I
think you need to be impartial and you need to be
responsible to the people of Frankston as per your oath.
I do not think that has been happening. These are all
unanswered questions asked by people in my
community who wonder, ‘Why, if these allegations are
unfounded, aren’t they rebutted and refuted by
councillors or this federal candidate that stands by
him?’. If any of these allegations are unfounded, prove
it. But I ask: if they are true, and someone is hiding,
how can this candidate and his manager possibly be
wanting to cut penalty rates from ordinary people who
actually pay for their own child care and will pay more
under the federal Liberal government — over $14 more
a day for Frankston people and up to about $100 a day
for child care all up?
Have they ever worked a night shift? Have they ever
worked a Christmas Day and not seen their family but
at the same time consoled other people’s families while
they were picking bits of their kids out of their cars?
Have they ever spent the weekend cleaning someone
else’s hotel room? Have they ever missed their
partner’s birthdays, their kids’ birthdays or their Easter
or their Christmas? Have they ever experienced the
pressure of working a 10/14 shift not knowing what day
it is and having that pressure on their family? Do not
dare tell people in Dunkley that they do not need
penalty rates.
We are lucky because the candidate did write a
comment piece in a newspaper about penalty rates, and
we know exactly where he stands. If he had his way,
we would all be working seven days a week. I think the
concerned locals are putting two and two together and
are asking themselves, ‘This Liberal federal candidate,
how can we take him seriously when he employs what
could be Victoria’s most expensive councillor to help
him sell his story that people can live without penalty
rates on near $100 a week?’. It is an absolute debacle.
He might not see it from his lofty tower, but he is
actually consigning people to work seven days a week,
or work weekends away from home at standard rates. It
is an absolute debacle. What does this mean for
Dunkley residents? It means that a vote for Liberals is a
vote for less pay in your back pocket while they make
you pay for services that are free now.
The leader of the ALP visited Dunkley recently. It was
a town hall event, we had weeks in advance of
advertising, and 350 people turned up and had a full
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opportunity to discuss any matter with him. The
alternative was the current Liberal Prime Minister, who
visited a fantastic local brewery. He visited there for
40 minutes, had some happy snaps, a couple of
Instagram shots, a bit of Twitter, a bit of Facebook and
refused to answer questions. The choice is very, very
clear about who we need to vote for in Dunkley.
I see those people opposite have nothing to say about
paying for pap smears, about paying for blood tests,
paying for X-rays, paying for MRIs and paying more
for general health care. They have nothing to say about
cuts to family tax benefits, nothing to say about
working until you are 70 — and when you are in a real
job and you are on the tools, working until you are 70
just ain’t an option. A lot of these people are not
investment bankers, Mr Turnbull, yet they have to
suffer cuts to paid parental leave and $29 billion worth
of cuts from schools. I am flabbergasted that these
candidates — the candidate for Dunkley and for federal
Liberal seats everywhere — can hold their heads up
and be selling themselves to people.
I would like to conclude by saying that at the moment
in Frankston we have a scorecard of what our
candidates are giving us. I could be seen as being
partisan — and yes, I am partisan towards Frankston
and I will stick up for Frankston. At the moment we
have a federal Labor candidate who has committed
over $10 million to help our community in Frankston.
Unfortunately at this point in time we have a federal
Liberal candidate who has committed zero —
doughnuts. The choice is clear. There is only one way
to vote in this federal election to protect our community
from the ravages of a bunch of people who are just
making this up as they are going along.

Electricity prices
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to grieve
for the Victorian public on being hit by the Andrews
Labor government with excessive power bills that they
will be forced to pay and they are currently paying, due
to lack of action and a government that is full of
reviews and full of spin but has done nothing to affect
electricity prices other than make them skyrocket here
in Victoria.
We have currently a ministerial reshuffle; a minor one,
many would say. In part of that reshuffle we saw a
change with the former Minister for Energy and
Resources having the resources portfolio removed and
we have the new Minister for Resources sitting in the
chamber today. What we see with this current
government is, for the first time in up to 20 years if you
like, a complete change from what we have been used
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to — a very deliberate change in separating the
resources and energy portfolios. This will ensure that
Victorians will continue to pay more for their
electricity, under an Andrews Labor government. Not
since the disastrous Kirner Labor government have we
been without an energy and resources minister. The
Kirner days have been brought back under the Andrews
Labor government.
What we now have is the combining of the climate
change, environment and energy portfolios under one
minister. What this means is resources is being
separated off, and resources, as many would be aware,
includes the Latrobe Valley, and the Latrobe Valley is
the heart of the cheap energy supply that we have been
afforded for many, many years. We are saying that
there is a complete disconnect between what happens in
the valley and what happens with energy as a whole.
Combining climate change, environment and energy
allows there to be a complete conflict between the
portfolios. Having one minister dealing with all three
means compromises will be made, and the people who
will be affected the most will be Victorians, who will
be paying more for their energy, more in their power
bills.
Under the Premier we have seen in the current budget a
new electricity tax and soaring energy prices. Again
this reshuffle shows exactly what this current
government has in store for Victorians and its complete
disregard of Victorians who are struggling to pay their
energy bills. The government has shown absolutely no
regard for those who are on a low income and those
who are experiencing hardship. It has said, ‘Do you
know what? We’re actually going to turn our backs on
them. We’re going to make sure electricity prices
continue to rise, and we’re going to do that by slapping
an electricity tax on Victorians. We’re also going to do
that by ensuring that we separate off energy and
resources, and we’re going to do our absolute best to
shut down the valley over the next few years’.
There has been uncertainty for the last two years when
it has come to the valley. The former minister for
resources has not met with any of the power producers
in the valley since she was elected and has been in the
resources portfolio. She has turned her back on the
valley. I certainly call on the new minister to go and
meet with those energy providers, who have been
fundamental to Victorians getting cheap energy, to not
turn his back on them, and to talk to them about how
we can ensure we have affordable energy into the
future. That is not taking away from the importance of
renewables, and it is not taking away from the
importance of having a transition into new and clean
energy. But it needs to be done in a way that actually
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brings the community along with it, and not by shutting
down and turning your back on something that has been
the backbone of Victorian industry, Victorian
manufacturing, jobs, growth and efficient and cheap
power, and which all Victorians have benefited from.
We have seen a minister for energy who has done
nothing but conduct reviews and shown indecision and
uncertainty. We certainly need a change from that if we
are going to move any further. One of the things the
new minister for energy has on his desk, which the old
minister had completely neglected, is the — —
Mr Noonan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Mr SOUTHWICK — No, I did not. I said one of
the things that the new Minister for Resources has on
his desk currently — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The minister will cease interjecting!
Mr SOUTHWICK — I do not need the minister’s
help. One of the things that the new — as in current —
Minister for Resources has on his desk is the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU) strike. The CFMEU strike, which has been
an important part of ensuring that energy prices do not
skyrocket, has been sitting there and the previous
minister has not done the work, has not intervened and
has let this go by, which has seen a lot of uncertainty
come into the future of the Latrobe Valley, and there is
certainly potential for a hit to energy prices again in
Victoria. Let us look at what the CFMEU — the good
mates of the Labor Party, the good mates of the
Premier — is actually looking for when it comes to
AGL and the valley in terms of an increase. The
union’s demands include $180 000 per year base salary
for a four-day working week; a 20 per cent rise over
four years; a 14 per cent superannuation payment
payout, up from the current 12 per cent; time spent
walking from their cars to work to be paid —
Ms Victoria — No!
Mr SOUTHWICK — that is right, time spent
walking from their cars to work is to be paid. Also,
overtime to be paid at triple time if the pay office delays
processing; $15 a week mobile phone allowance; $800
for prescription glasses every two years — it is a
fantastic gig if you can get it — paid paternity leave to
be increased to two weeks; the right of employees to
not use a company email; and the choice of companies
to provide lease car arrangements. I tell you what, we
would all be lining up for that job if we could have it.
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This is an industry that has not seen an increase in its
base wholesale pricing for 10 years. You would think
that the current government and the CFMEU would be
working with the industry to say, ‘How can we keep the
lights on? How can we get the industry working
together? How can we get some productivity? How can
we move forward on this?’.
We have the aluminium smelter in Portland. Again the
Andrews government has failed to do anything about
Portland — there is absolutely nothing there. It is
another big power user, and we have seen the workers
in that instance say, ‘Well, we will have a bit of a wage
freeze because we want to keep the lights on. We want
to keep this industry going’. We have seen nothing
when it comes to the valley. We have seen this
government completely inactive. It has been inactive in
Portland; it has been inactive with AGL. What does that
tell you? The government does not care. The
government is saddled up to its CFMEU union mates. It
is more worried about the here and now than the future
of Victoria. Government members are more worried
about their jobs and their union payouts than the future
of Victoria, than about bills, power prices and people’s
jobs.
These are government members that in opposition
stood up and said, ‘We are going to create
100 000 jobs. We are going to stand up for Victorians’.
Government members are standing up for nothing
except their own — their own lunches, their own meal
tickets. They are not looking after one Victorian. This is
what this government is made of. This is what we have
to deal with, and this is what Victorians need to
understand.
There is the carbon tax, the electricity tax, which is
seeing a 300 per cent increase. This shows you what the
current energy minister understands about the whole
energy sector. The energy minister says, ‘Well, you
know what? We have got other states that are paying
their fair share, we need to pay our fair share too in
terms of the mining tax’. Hopefully the new minister
will be able to understand something the former
resources minister did not understand, and that is that
the brown coal that is being used is all used for
electricity. We do not export brown coal. If we
exported brown coal, we would see whatever ship that
it went on end up on fire in the bay. Why? Because it is
combustible. Brown coal does not export; black coal
does. So every bit of brown coal that comes out of the
valley is used for producing electricity — the sort of
electricity that each Victorian uses. It is all directly
related to Victoria. For the minister to say, ‘Well, you
know what? It is connected in terms of other states and
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export royalties’ is an absolute fallacy — it is a
complete fallacy.
There will be $252 million collected from this tax. Get
this! We asked the minister how much of the
$252 million will go back to the valley, because the
government has said that it wants to transition the
valley. So we have got $252 million collected from a
new tax, and how much of the $252 million will
constituents in the Latrobe Valley get? The answer is a
big zero. A big nothing. It is all going, according to the
minister, to consolidated revenue. That is where it is
going. Do not trust me, trust what the minister said
herself. It is all going to consolidated revenue.
The Andrews government has done everything it can to
push up electricity prices in Victoria. The Andrews
government rejected the energy pricing reforms in
favour of an opt-in approach to distributor network
arrangements. Now the Australian Energy Regulator
has said, ‘No, this is what we are going to do’. This is
because the minister has said, ‘We want an opt-in
approach. We do not want to ensure that we smooth out
the electricity use to get a better low payment to
ultimately give Victorians a better deal’. The energy
director of the Grattan Institute, Tony Wood, said:
This decision is a setback for electricity tariff reform. Not
only does it lock in unfair tariffs, it sends the wrong signals
for new investment. Most of the cost for smart meters will be
wasted and an opportunity for lower prices for all Victorians
will be missed.

Here we have a government that gave us a $800 million
blow-out on smart meters. It gave us these smart
meters, that all Victorians have in their homes, that are
not being used. There is an opportunity to be able to
take some of this information from our smart meters
and balance the load, because what happens is that all
the pressure on the load is during the peak period and
people are overusing on the peak load. This puts
pressure on the peak, which means that we have to
build more distribution and there is more cost. Rather
than doing that, we smooth out the load. This is a great
opportunity for this government to actually show some
vision and leadership when it comes to electricity. What
has it done? It has turned its back. And what is it going
to result in? It will up electricity prices.
You just have to see what has been happening.
CitiPower users in the inner city have seen prices go up
in the Melbourne CBD, Brunswick, Carlton, Fitzroy,
Northcote, Richmond and Collingwood with an
increase in price of $110 compared to last year. We
have seen the areas of Hawthorn, Camberwell, Balwyn
and inner-south areas like Prahran, Armadale, Toorak
and Caulfield with a $100 increase compared to last
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year. With AGL, it is a similar situation in St Kilda,
Port Melbourne, Albert Park and South Melbourne
where we will see a $125 increase. In Yarraville,
Williamstown, Footscray, Broadmeadows, Moonee
Ponds, Braybrook and Flemington we will see a $30
increase. We have seen Bundoora, Thomastown,
Preston and Reservoir have a $45 increase compared to
last year. Moorabbin, Bentleigh, Springvale, Noble
Park and Keysborough have an $80 increase compared
to last year. Seaford, Frankston and the Mornington
Peninsula — another $50 compared to last year.
Bulleen, Templestowe, Box Hill, Doncaster, Mitcham,
Vermont, Glen Waverly and Chadstone — $55
compared to last year.
We have members of Parliament who are meant to be
representing their constituents — as I have just read out
here, all of whom are seeing electricity price rises
thanks to the Premier — who are all turning their backs
in terms of Victorian users. We are seeing a
government that is absolutely inactive when it comes to
power prices.
Now let us go to the fundamental core. The Labor Party
is meant to be standing up for the working class. This is
the real contradiction and the hypocrisy of the Labor
government. We have seen nearly 60 000 energy
customers experience hardship and disconnections and
we have over $50 million in unpaid electricity bills.
What are we going to do? What is this government
going to do? What is the big plan? What government
members are going to do is say, ‘Let’s ask those people
experiencing hardship to prepay their bills up-front.
Prepay it up-front; then you will not get disconnected’.
What a joke! They are going to ask people to prepay
their bills up-front so they will not get disconnected.
We have an article saying the Victorian Council of
Social Services’ Emma King:
fears forced prepayments will worsen poverty.
‘This could lead to people making really dire decisions, such
as going without food …’

It is a choice between food and power — which is on
the heads of those opposite — for those people who
have to choose between keeping warm in winter and
putting food on the table. Do members opposite know
what? They are meant to be the party of the working
class. They are only a party of looking after themselves
and their union mates.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SOUTHWICK — That is who you are. You
look after themselves and your union mates.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Just before I call the member for Geelong, it is
inappropriate for the member for Essendon to count
down the remainder of time on the clock.
Mr Pearson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Essendon! People can see the clock,
they know what the time is. It is inappropriate.
Mr Pearson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member will not reflect on the Chair.

Corio and Corangamite federal electorates
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I grieve for the people
of the federal seats of Corio and Corangamite and the
thought that they may be subjected to another term of a
federal Liberal government. Geelong is a proud
working-class city. Its people are smart enough to know
that good social policy is fundamental to the wellbeing
of our community and its future. They know how
important jobs, education and health are not only to
them and their families but to the greater community as
well.
Unemployment is one of the key factors of poverty, and
governments must play a significant role in creating
and maintaining jobs in our communities. Governments
should not leave scars on our community; they should
leave positive legacies for future generations. Those
opposite and the Abbott and Turnbull federal
governments will leave a deep scar with the closure of
the car industry in this country.
In Geelong the closure of Ford is imminent, and the
ramifications of this are devastating for many workers
and their families. Workers watched as the federal
government did nothing. The workers at Ford now face
retrenchment or unemployment in October this year,
and they are desperately looking at what their future
holds. For the older workers it is perhaps not so
devastating, but a lot of younger workers, who still
have young families, who still have mortgages, are still
very, very concerned about their futures and what is
going to happen. Of course the Andrews Labor
government has put in place a number of projects
which I will talk about a bit later.
The federal opposition leader, Bill Shorten, was in the
Geelong region recently, joined by the Premier — and
it is a great Premier we have in Victoria, I have to
say — when he announced federal Labor’s
commitment to funding the Local Industry Fund for
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Transition program and the auto transition fund
established by the Andrews Labor government. That
contribution from the federal Labor opposition is quite
significant and in fact has raised the hopes of a lot of
those Ford workers who will be relying on those
programs, and not just them but also the businesses
affected by the closure of Ford. It is not just the
businesses directly providing to Ford; there is the
flow-on effect at the local milk bar, at the local
drycleaner and those sorts of small businesses that have
relied on the work of Ford over many years.
The support for jobs for Geelong is critical, and we all
know that. Geelong has some challenges. As I said,
with Ford closing in October and with Target making
the decision to leave Geelong, which will not happen
for another year or two, people are concerned about
jobs. The federal government does have a responsibility
to work with the states to ensure that job creation is
there.
I think it is important that the Andrews Labor
government has focused on jobs in Geelong, and part of
that is our commitment to regional rail and increasing
jobs there. There are the VLocity trains, the
maintenance depot at Waurn Ponds and bringing the
WorkSafe office to Geelong — building has now just
started. These are good job creators, and we have seen
an increase in employment in Geelong. The last
Australian Bureau of Statistics data shows there has
been a significant increase in Geelong, in particular for
our young people.
The federal opposition leader announced funding for
the rail duplication from South Geelong to Waurn
Ponds and joined in with the Andrews government’s
commitment to a $3 million feasibility study for the rail
duplication. This is an important project for Geelong.
We have a growing population, and between South
Geelong and Waurn Ponds there is huge growth with
Armstrong Creek and a number of other housing
developments. That will have a significant impact on
Geelong overall in terms of our public transport. So
preparing for that is really important. It is a great
transport minister we have who has looked at what our
vision needs to be for Geelong and has focused on that
quite strongly over the last couple of months,
particularly in this last state budget.
The federal Labor opposition has also supported the
Andrews Labor government in its massive
infrastructure projects in Geelong, which will create
jobs. This is what Labor is all about. These are Labor’s
values. It is good policy. It is about looking after young
people and working people in our city. In contrast the
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Abbott and Turnbull governments have delivered
nothing for Corio or Corangamite.
Part of my electorate is in the federal seat of
Corangamite, and I know that my constituents in this
part of the electorate have real concerns about the lack
of commitment the federal government has to their
community. It is a real concern that the Liberal member
for Corangamite continually takes up state issues and
not federal issues. My constituents are raising concerns
on a regular basis asking: why is the federal member
for Corangamite taking up issues that are state issues?
She is wasting her time on those — —
Mr Richardson interjected.
Ms COUZENS — I think you are right; she does
not have anything to talk about, so she is using state
issues to try to make herself look good with her
constituents.
The Prime Minister visited Geelong yesterday, and
when he was asked about major infrastructure projects
such as the Geelong convention centre and the rail
duplication between South Geelong and Waurn Ponds
there was no commitment. He said he would be looking
at them. His key message was that he wants the
government to be more than an ATM. I am not quite
sure what that means — whether it was an excuse for
not making any commitments to the people of Geelong
or Corangamite leading into this election. The people of
Corio and Corangamite are pretty smart, and I think
they have cottoned on to this. Unless we see some
significant commitments from the member for
Corangamite she may find herself in some trouble.
The Andrews Labor government has announced a
$335 million funding boost to help reduce elective
surgery waiting times in Geelong. My constituents
know how important it is that we have a great health
system that gets people into surgery and back home to
their families much sooner.
The impact of the Abbott and Turnbull governments’
health funding clawback as it relates to Barwon Health
is of real concern to my constituents. We know that
Barwon Health is facing a $3.5 million cut to its
bottom-line budget as a result of the latest round of
savage health cuts from the Abbott and Turnbull
governments. These cuts have created a funding black
hole for Barwon Health.
The Abbott and Turnbull governments’ health cuts will
reduce bulk-billing and hit families every time they see
a doctor, have an X-ray or try to get essential
medicines. Access to doctors is a real issue for my
community. Not only do people have problems actually
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accessing doctors, or their GPs, but if they do not have
the money to pay, what is going to happen to them?
Already we are seeing a number of issues with people
who cannot afford to pay and who have trouble getting
into bulk-billing clinics. The impact on low-income
people is becoming quite significant. We are already
seeing these problems with people not being diagnosed
although they are clearly unwell and people who are
diagnosed but who cannot afford to go to private
specialists or to access the medical facilities they need
because they are not being provided without charge.
This is of real concern to me and I know to other
members of Parliament in this place who have areas in
their electorates where people have very low incomes
and who understand that the struggle for those people to
access the services is already difficult. As of 1 July, as
we have already heard in this house today, it will be
even more difficult for people to access services, to
have their x-rays, their blood tests and the medical
services they need. Unfortunately a lot of those people
may not get to do that. It is just not good enough, and
the people in my electorate deserve a lot better.
My constituents are also concerned about the education
cuts by the Abbott and Turnbull governments and how
they have turned their backs on Gonski. They have
dumped the Gonski reforms and ripped out $29 billion
from our schools. This means that those students that
need support and resources will just not get them.
Labor will deliver and implement the Gonski
agreement. Labor believes in education as an
investment, and it will deliver on areas such as more
one-on-one support, early intervention, remedial
literacy and numeracy support, a focus on
evidence-based teaching and skilling teachers in
science, technology, engineering and maths. Federal
Labor will also invest in Indigenous students, including
a commitment to closing the gap in Indigenous
disadvantage. We know from recent reports that we are
still nowhere near closing that gap. Education of course
is one of the big factors in closing that gap.
The Andrews government has delivered on education
and fully supported Gonski. The Geelong region
schools have had $35 million in funding across the
region. This was a commitment in the recent state
budget. Unfortunately we have had nothing from the
Abbott and Turnbull governments except for cuts. This
really does impact on my community. In my electorate
and in the federal electorates of Corio and Corangamite
people are gravely concerned about what is going to
happen with education. It is a shared responsibility. The
state and federal governments should be working
together to ensure that every child has access to a good
standard of education. They should have access to good
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facilities, and they will have that in my electorate.
Many of my schools have received some of that
$35 million to upgrade their schools, which is really
significant.
The Andrews Labor government’s commitment to
special education has also come out in the recent report
through the education state review. That will also have
a great impact on my electorate. But again the massive
cuts by the federal Turnbull government will impact
greatly on what teachers can deliver in schools. If
Gonski is not delivered, the most disadvantaged schools
will suffer. I have a number of schools in my electorate
that are desperately wanting to see the full Gonski
rollout at a federal level to ensure that their students get
the best possible education. Parents want their kids to
have the best possible education. This is a move out of
a life of poverty. Education plays such a vital role in
our community, and our young people, particularly
young children, should have an opportunity to access
good education.
I think the tax cuts for those who do not need them is
quite a disturbing issue for my community. Many
people have asked why are people who do not need tax
cuts getting them and those that do need them not
getting them. They are getting nothing. A city like
Geelong, which is a very working-class city, does not
have big numbers of high-income earners. They really
rely on those tax cuts. They rely on being able to earn a
decent wage and to live a decent life and provide for
their families not only through education but also
through health and those sorts of things that families
have to access.
At a time when the Andrews government is making
unprecedented commitments on the basis of the report
of the Royal Commission into Family Violence, the
federal government is making cuts to family violence
services right across the country. This is really
disturbing. I think the federal government needs to look
seriously at what it is doing in regard to family
violence. The Andrews Labor government’s
commitment to all of the recommendations from the
royal commission has been welcomed very
enthusiastically by my electorate of Geelong, and I
know just about every other electorate is the same.
Family violence is a shocking issue. I do not think the
states should be expected to deal with the issues alone,
although the Premier has indicated that he will do
everything that has been recommended through the
royal commission. But I think the federal government
has a responsibility as well not only to Victoria but to
the rest of the country, and we need to be dealing with
these issues now and not later. There must be a shared
commitment from state and federal governments; that is
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clearly what should be happening. I think if we can
elect a federal — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member’s time has expired!

Dairy industry
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — I rise in the
house to grieve — to grieve for my fellow dairy
farmers. I grieve for Western Victorian dairy farmers. I
grieve for Victorian dairy farmers. Farmers have taken
a massive hit in the last few weeks. Two large dairy
companies began this. Murray Goulburn started it with
a very big oversight in the amount of sales it was
predicting to make this year. I am a dairy farmer, and
we will see a 70 per cent cut in our income in the next
two months. So 10 months into the financial year, when
most of the payments that we have had to fork out —
for cows to be fed, grass to be sown and costs to be
incurred so that we can farm — have already been
outlaid.
The CEO is now gone, and this is a time for the board
and the governance structures to be examined. Let us
not forget that farmers need to have influence over the
supply chain, if we are not going to be peasant farmers
into the future. So take this opportunity, and make sure
you make the best out of it and review how things can
be done better into the future. That is Murray
Goulburn’s problem, and it will be farmers who help
solve it, because farmers need it to survive and do well
into the future.
I do not understand Fonterra’s action; I really do not.
This is extremely opportunistic, and the CEO said, in
his own words, last week that he is going to take the
money out of Australia and send it back to another
country, because Australian farmers are not really
Fonterra’s problem. That is why I talk so strongly about
the fact that we need to make sure that we look at the
governance, we look at the board’s skill set and we
invest in future skills so that we can do this better.
Through my Nuffield scholarship four years ago, I
looked at agriculture in 29 countries right around the
world and studied the different structures where farmers
can have influence over the supply chain. We do not
want to be where England is — 25 years after losing
control and still trying to claw back.
Things are tough on a world scale. Murray Goulburn
made a financial disclosure mistake, but the strategy is
right. As a country, we need to value-add. We have
good manufacturing in the dairy industry, unlike many
other parts of this country where manufacturing has
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failed. Dairy does have a future, and dairy can persist
into the future doing very well and supporting a vibrant
manufacturing sector.
Do not get me at all wrong: this is the fault of world
milk prices, supermarkets to a degree and the failure of
the companies making mistakes in decisions. But
farmers are incredibly skilled. I will just let you know
that 19 years ago, when I began dairy farming, I was
incredibly impressed with how farmers make
scientifically sound decisions every single day when
they work the land and turn grass into milk, like I do.
Every single day I put 300 cows into a 3-hectare
paddock. I know that 2500 kilograms of dry matter is in
the paddock — or 3000 or 1100 — and I know they
will graze it down to about 1500, so I can work out how
many kilograms of energy they get from that part of
their diet. I know the fibre content they take in every
day. I know the amount of protein that they require to
take in, what they get and what they need to lactate and
at the time that they are at in their lactation stage. That
is pretty impressive stuff that we, as farmers, need to
know. We have to understand the science required. We
understand the environmental management and I am
always impressed with the proactive nature of the
farmers of my community.
We talk about the triple bottom line these days in the
corporate world, and I believe that that is something
farmers invented. We know that people are important,
we know that cows and the soil are important and we
also know that if we do not get those things right, we
certainly do not have any profit at the end of the day.
But we will still keep prioritising the cows that we care
about and the soil that we understand so that the
microbes work together and we get the balance required
to be successful.
Our communities, particularly in western Victoria,
northern Victoria and eastern Victoria, that are dairy
oriented contribute $8 billion to the Victorian economy.
My area alone produces a third of Victoria’s milk or a
quarter of Australia’s milk. There are over 6000 people
employed directly and indirectly in the dairy industry,
and that is without the accountants and electricians that
also make a living from the economic benefit that dairy
brings to my region.
To demonstrate how much we produce every day, if
you lined up one-litre milk cartons, not end to end but
side by side, you would take that line from Melbourne
right through to the South Australian border — it is an
impressive amount of milk — or maybe you can picture
2000 Olympic swimming pools more easily. So what
we are going to see over the next six months is about
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$300 million come out of the local economy, just from
my region alone.
Like I say, this is not an industry that is a dying
industry; it has a bright future and is going through a
very challenging time, and the reasons include the
sanctions that we have put on Russia, which I am not
arguing about, and the quotas that we have seen come
off in Europe. It is a complex world market, and this is
a problem considering the short period of time and the
bungle that Murray Goulburn made with its
management issues. So I do think we have a situation
we need to deal with, and I do applaud the government
putting forward the solutions in the form of some
packages that we have heard announced in the last
couple of days. I am applauding the social and
emotional wellbeing support that we are seeing for
farmers.
Farmers are very resilient, and they are very
independent. As I said yesterday in the meeting with
the Minister for Agriculture, we cannot just give them
the opportunity to seek help; we actually need to reach
out. We need to make sure we touch base with all the
farmers, because unless they have got a plan, it is not
just farmers that are going to go to the wall; it is the
small businesses, the vet clinics and the feed
companies. Together we will work as a team and
support each other.
But can we do more? Absolutely, we can do more, and
what I see in my region is a community crying out for
assistance with the roads. The roads, my friends, take
our product to market, and every day those roads are
crumbling. From the potholes that those tankers hit and
the grain trucks that bring grain to my farm hit, they
pass that cost straight to me, the farmer, because the
truck drivers do not pay for those trucks alone — they
hand those costs back to me.
We have $345 million sitting on the table from the
federal government waiting to be matched by the state
government to address country roads. There is
$700 million that we are supposedly seeing out of the
port of Melbourne coming to fix our roads. Where is
the plan? I want to hear about it. My community wants
to see this. We do not want what we saw last week, and
that was the suggestion we reduce speeds to fix this
problem. It is quite clear that that will reduce
productivity, that it is inefficient and that it will result in
costs being passed back to the farmer. This is not
helpful, and we can do better.
We cannot cross the bridges in my community with
trucks loaded with milk or hay because we do not know
if they are safe. VicRoads has not been given enough
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money to assess the bridges, so drivers go around the
long way. It takes twice as long and it reduces
productivity. Is this good for our state? Is it good for the
economy if we cannot get product to market
efficiently?
Then, my friends, we talk about electricity costs. We
are tripling the cost of electricity — are you serious? I
milk the cows for 3 hours in the morning, I milk them
again at night and then I cool the milk to 4 degrees or
less within 2 hours so that we can have a product that is
wanted all around the world — a quality product. That
is pretty electricity intensive, but it is bringing money to
Victoria, so do not harness me. Embrace me as a
farmer. Stop tripling taxes and then claiming you are
not.
What about employment? We heard from Geelong that
they have got an industry that is closing down. Our
industry has a future, and we need jobs. We need
people filling jobs. We cannot get people into jobs.
What an opportunity! The government promised
100 000 jobs to Victoria within two years and is failing
dismally on that. Well, here is its opportunity. Get the
employment agencies, develop the programs and put
people in the dairy industry where we are wanting
people and will provide opportunities.
But I am very heartened, and just to make more clear
what I am saying about the opportunity here, in 2008
Australia exported 300 tonnes of milk powder — that
sounds like a lot — but in 2013 we exported 2.4 million
tonnes to China.
Ms Victoria interjected.
Ms BRITNELL — That is absolutely correct. The
opportunity is real. This is an industry we need to look
after because the potential is enormous. But I am
extremely heartened by the strong message we have
received from the community, a message about how
they value Australian agriculture and how they value
Australian farmers. I think it is a loud message being
sent to Coles and Woolworths to stop bullying the
farmer. As Chloe Scott, a 16-year-old who started a
petition, said on ABC News Breakfast this morning,
‘Hopefully in a couple of months time there won’t be
such a thing as $1 per litre milk’. Now I know it is only
10 per cent of the income, but there is nothing more
insulting, let me tell you, than for farmers to walk into
supermarkets and sees the milk on the shelf selling for
less than what it costs to make it.
Okay, sell your milk for less than $1 if you want to do
that as a loss leader — which means getting people into
the supermarket so you can sell them chocolates and all
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the things they do not need — that is fine, but pass back
to the farmer an honest amount so that the farmer can
be paid for an honest day’s work. That is all they are
asking for. Renegotiate your contracts, Coles. The CEO
has gone. The opportunity is now. Your community are
telling you, Coles, to renegotiate that, and 2500 farmers
will benefit from that alone. As for Woolworths, do not
tell me that you are helping the farmers by having
Farmers’ Own brand because at the end of the day,
when you sell it for $1 there are only 23 farmers right
across this country that benefit from the Farmers’ Own
brand. So get real and listen to Chloe on the principle of
the matter. Sell your milk for $1 but find a way to pass
back that profit to farmers to keep them in business. I
am saying to the supermarkets, ‘If you get this wrong,
you’ve read the tea-leaves wrong’. I would respond to
the consumer and turn the whole business of bullying
around.
But today I say thank you to the people of Australia.
You are truly demonstrating your support for the
Australian farmer and standing up to corporate
bullying. It is also pressuring the Andrews government.
Your power will stop — better than anything —
unconscionable conduct by the supermarkets, the dairy
processors or the Premier. I say to the Premier: the rural
community needs you and we want you to really care,
not just by standing in the paddocks for the television
cameras but by fixing roads because our agricultural
products need to get to market efficiently; by reducing
costs to small businesses, not by tripling the price of
electricity; and by creating employment opportunities.
Here is a chance to transition people from a defunct
industry into a much-needed, regionally benefiting and
contributing-to-Victoria industry — that is, the dairy
industry.
There is so much the government can do to keep
farmers farming, but that means getting into the country
and making it a truly better place to live. I urge the
Premier to use this time of crisis for the benefit of the
community, to see how our crumbling roads are
affecting our hardworking, much-desired farming
community and to fix them. Do not pretend that raising
electricity prices is not simply a tax. Govern for all of
Victoria and stop this city-centric approach. People in
the city are telling the government they care about the
country. That is the message I hope the Premier
receives loud and clear, because that is the message
they are telling him. The city care about the country,
and if the Premier did not hear this, he too has missed
reading the tea-leaves properly.
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Federal government performance
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise and contribute to the grievance
debate, and today I grieve for the people of Victoria at
the prospect of another three years of the Turnbull
federal government. I do this in all sincerity because the
federal government looks to almost mirror the former
Victorian state government in case, in point, in form
and in substance. It is a government that tries to be a
small target, a government that was not ready to govern
and look after the interests of its constituents and a
government that changed leaders midterm with a
message of hope and promise that was nothing more
than an absolute con.
We have seen that this Turnbull government is out of
touch with the needs of its community and out of touch
with the needs of Australians, but what I want to focus
on is what is at stake in 38 days time when Australians
go to the polls and select who will be their government
in the coming years. There are some striking
similarities between the lead-up to the 2014 state
election and the lead-up to this federal election. We see
a federal government completely out of touch, and that
could not have been more on display than during the
recent budget delivered by federal Treasurer Scott
Morrison — Slo-Mo, Sco-Mo; whatever you want to
call him. It could not have been more of a contrast. We
saw the needs of education, the needs of health, the
need to clamp down on multinational tax avoidance and
the need for great tax reform, and what we got was
some cuts to people earning over $87 000. We saw
once again the Prime Minister walk away from the
Gonski education funding reforms.
We know the secret behind the modern-day Liberal
Party ideology, and that is to cut education funding, cut
TAFE funding, cut university funding — cut
opportunity and hope in our state. There was a little
window into that from the Prime Minister while he was
taking a nice little selfie on the way to the Council of
Australian Governments meeting. He had a harebrained
idea, similar to the idea that former Premier Denis
Napthine had, where he grabbed the napkin out and
thought, ‘We will reroute the Melbourne Metro rail
route. We don’t like the previous policy that has been
longstanding since 2008’ — the biggest infrastructure
priority in Victoria, the Melbourne Metro rail — ‘We
don’t like that. We need to put our own stamp on it?’.
And what did federal government members do? They
rerouted it through existing sewerage lines. That was
the route it was going to take. Just like their
government, it was on the stench. It was a tunnel
straight through the sewerage lines, built on three
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months of planning — I mean, you could do a lot of
planning in three months on a napkin — and what did
they come up with? Reroute it through sewerage lines.
That was their greatest contribution. As the former
Premier said, that was a game changer. What did we
hear over and over? That was a game changer for our
state. That was as much as they had to offer.
They also offered a policy that was bedded down in
poor economic outcomes for our state — 45 cents in a
dollar economic benefit.
Mr Nardella — How much?
Mr RICHARDSON — Forty-five cents. They
claim to be the party that knows business, but I will tell
you what: when you are flogging a dead horse, walk
away. They had their chance on the east–west link —
they started on the eastern section — a project that did
not stack up. The federal Auditor-General is now
investigating the transfer of those funds and what
happened with the previous state government, but it
gets much worse. What did we see in the hallmarks
leading up to the 2013 election? We saw the then
opposition leader on the three-word slogan mantra:
‘Stop the boats’, ‘Stop the tax’, ‘Stop the waves’. We
saw him carping on over and over.
We saw the Baillieu government talking about fixing
the problems and building the future. Such was the
shock to Mr Baillieu that he limped over the line; he
was not ready to govern. What happened in our
departments across the board was absolute inertia. For
the first year everything was under review. Victoria
stopped. There was not an infrastructure agenda for
many months, and if opposition members were to be
honest with themselves today, it was part of the reason
why they decided to change the former Premier in the
first place. It was because of the lack of vision and
planning for our state.
Where have we seen that? We saw a lack of agenda
from former Prime Minister Tony Abbott, with his
three-word slogans and a lack of agenda and a lack of
plan for our nation, and we saw hallmarks and
similarities in the first budgets of a former Treasurer,
the member for Rowville, and that of former federal
Treasurer Joe Hockey. If you come to this place and do
not have an agenda and you are steeped in right-wing
ideology, what would you do? You would go for small
government and not go for what is based on values and
based on supporting hope and prosperity for our state.
We saw a government that wanted to be small
government, and what did we see? We saw cuts to
health, to education and to opportunity. We saw that
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from the previous Liberal government. When the
Treasurer stood up, he did not mention jobs once, but
he was quite happy to savage TAFE and savage
education, which we know savages opportunity.
We saw that from Joe Hockey. How is he going now?
He was smoking a cigar on the back steps of Parliament
House in Canberra. He was having a great old time
while schools and our health system were left in ruins.
That is the biggest challenge for Victoria. With a
growing population going towards 7 million by 2030,
we have a huge burden to manage. And we are
managing our own success as a state.
People want to come and live here. People want to be in
Victoria. People want to try their hand at the
opportunities that our state affords. It is the reason we
are, five years running, the most livable city. But then
we think about some of those right-wing ideologies and
small government not making the most of the
opportunity. In a democracy we have one certainty —
that is, that governments change — but what about
what you do with that time that you have got in place,
the opportunities that you have in that moment? What
we saw from two of these governments was absolute
inertia. That has been the hallmark of the Turnbull and
Abbott governments, and that has been the hallmark of
the previous state government.
Now we hear those opposite lecturing us about our
budget this year. Some of the contributions were
limited in the notion that, yes, you spend tax revenue to
achieve outcomes. Shock, horror! Some of the
contributions opposite were astonishing during the
appropriation debate. Shock, horror! You invest in your
communities. Shock, horror! You put money into
education, you put money into TAFEs — it is a big
revelation — and you represent the needs of your state.
One thing you did not see from one of those opposite,
one of the things you did not see from the side-letter
king himself, the member for Malvern, was one
statement about the infrastructure funding that we get
from the commonwealth. Not one of them on that side
had the courage — not one — to talk about the fact that
New South Wales gets 36 per cent of infrastructure
funding. They prop up their Liberal mates in New
South Wales, the epicentre of the Liberal Party, and
what do we get in Victoria? We have to go it alone. We
get 9 per cent of infrastructure funding. This state
should not have to fund the Melbourne Metro rail on its
own. We should not have to go it alone, but what do
those opposite say? Absolutely nothing. They are
spineless. They put the Liberal Party first and they put
Victorians second time and time again. We should not
have to go it alone on a project like Melbourne Metro
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rail that delivers significant benefits for our state, and
that is the highest priority project in our nation.
The Melbourne Metro rail project will have such
significant benefits. It is the game changer for our
state — it really is. Not since the city loop was finished
in 1985 have we had such a transport project. But what
did we see from former Prime Minister Abbott in
regard to Melbourne Metro rail? He made astonishing
remarks that there was no interest at all in funding
public transport — no interest at all. Former Prime
Minister Abbott made statements about renewable
energy based on their look and appearance. He did not
like a wind farm here; he did not like a train there. Time
and time again he was quite happy to inflict the
budgie-smugglers on us on the TV every night, but a
wind farm was not aesthetic for the eyes. This was the
kind of Neanderthal politics that had defined our
current system: the day-to-day media cycle, the 24-hour
news cycle, and the Andrew Bolt one-liners. That was
the Tony Abbott playbook that we saw over and over
again.
Now we see a Prime Minister, Malcolm Turnbull, who
is an absolute sellout on his values — an absolute
sellout. We have an example of a Prime Minister who
is beholden to the right wing of his party and will not
stand up for anyone other than his quest to be Prime
Minister. He has not stood up for one thing that he
stood for before: a price on carbon, an emissions
trading scheme and marriage equality. You will not
hear him talking about those things. He is absolutely
silent. He is in a state of paralysis on policy. He is there
to be Prime Minister and occupy the crease and not do
anything with the agenda and the goodwill that his
party put forward. But when the Liberal Party was
elected in 2013, people expected them to have an
agenda and policy outcomes.
Contrast that to the lead-up to the Victorian election,
where the now Premier’s opposition was leading the
policy agenda. We talked about the port of Melbourne
lease, we talked about the infrastructure that we wanted
to achieve — whether it was the level crossings or
Melbourne Metro rail — and we talked about what we
wanted to deliver for this state. In the federal opposition
leader, Bill Shorten, we see the same things. We see
policy being led by the opposition. We do not see
small-target, three-word slogans. We see courage to
debate, we see courage to put policies forward and we
see courage to put funding into education.
The Gonski education funding reforms are one of the
most vital policies that we have. David Gonski created
that review in 2011. It showed that we needed to
change the way we funded education on need. Those
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opposite walked away from that, and the federal
coalition government refused to properly fund
education. It is a great shame, years on from that
significant report which says that those reforms are so
necessary, that we still do not have that policy in place.
We talk about some of the policies that have been put
forward. We have already seen from the federal
opposition the commitment to fund the Gonski
education funding reforms that will team up with states
and territories and properly fund education. We have
seen Bill Shorten commit to properly fund
infrastructure, to give Victoria its fair share —
$3 billion for Melbourne Metro rail. This is such
important policy, and this is leading policy from
opposition.
What have we seen recently? We saw Joe Hockey’s
asset recycling brainwave that he had. We have had a
little bit trickle through from that. Now the selfie Prime
Minister — who cannot talk about the tax cuts and how
much they cost to big business, because he is looking
after his mates and is not even able to cost it — cannot
even properly fund public transport that he professes to
be such a supporter of.
Where do we turn our attention to in the future? We
have an ageing population in Victoria. People over 70
will represent 14 per cent of our population by 2050.
One of the biggest challenges is in health policy. When
we talk about people that have contributed to their
communities — people who have worked hard all their
lives, put food on their table time and time again and
worked jobs for many decades — and then we talk
about them getting older and supporting them in their
old age, elective surgery and the support for people
who need this care is so vital.
When people talk about elective surgery, the reality is
there is nothing elective about a hip replacement or a
knee replacement. It is about a quality of care and a
quality of life for people who have given so much
throughout their lives and underpinned and built
through their working lives the communities that we
enjoy today. Our state government put funding into
elective surgery — a significant and record boost to
elective surgery — and what do those opposite and
their mates in Canberra do? They are slashing funding
to hospitals. The equivalent of the cuts that Joe
Hockey’s budget put in was closing two public
hospitals — two public hospitals is the impact. What do
you hear from those opposite? Not a word. It is a vacant
space on that side, an absolute vacant space, because
they are Liberals first and Victorians second.
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I will close on this remark, because we saw an
astonishing contribution by Scott Morrison, the federal
Treasurer, which gives a window into what we could
experience over the next three years. I think Peter
Martin summed up the federal Treasurer’s challenges
with succinct words when he said:
It isn’t clear … why Morrison got into politics, except
perhaps to ensure that business is ‘not unnecessarily
burdened’ by government …

‘Not unnecessarily burdened’; that is what the federal
Treasurer said in his first speech in federal Parliament.
He seems to believe in not getting in the way. He does
not have an agenda, and he does not have a vision or
hope for our communities. It is all about just getting out
of the way; it is all about just occupying the crease. We
saw that for four years from the Neanderthals sitting
opposite, who wasted opportunities and set our state
back four years. At this federal election elect a Bill
Shorten government.
Question agreed to.
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Debate resumed from 24 May; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport):
That under standing order 171, this house requires the
government to produce to the house documents relating to the
Vertigan independent review of state finances provided to the
government in 2011 by 5.00 pm on Monday, 23 May 2016.

And Ms ALLAN’s amendment:
That the expression after ‘5.00 p.m.’ be omitted with the view
of inserting in its place the expression ‘on Monday, 6 June
2016’.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I wish to
raise with you an issue about the appropriateness of
what is listed on the notice paper in relation to this item.
It lists a resumption of debate on a question referred to
as arising from the Minister for Public Transport’s
motion and on an amendment in terms of the date. The
point that I want to put to you is that I believe that the
forms of the house and the requirements of the house
have not been complied with in terms of how this
matter comes before us. This was the matter that was
dealt with in part by Acting Speaker Pearson yesterday
but not in full. The issue relates to whether or not it was
in order for the minister to move a motion to amend her
own motion at the time and in the manner in which she
did.
As Acting Speaker Pearson referred to, standing
order 157(1) says that ‘A member may amend a
question that has been proposed’, and then it lists the
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ways in which that can occur. But I submit to you,
Speaker, that no question had been proposed to the
house at the time that the minister sought to amend her
own motion, and accordingly her attempt to move an
amendment to her own motion was out of order.
Therefore the matter is not correctly listed on the notice
paper.
Speaker, I expect you will be aware of the difference
between a moving of the motion and a proposing of a
question, and you will be aware of standing order 153,
which says:
When a motion has been required and, if required, seconded,
the Speaker must propose a question on a motion to the
house.

A right to move an amendment to a motion only arises
when a question has been put to the house by a
Speaker. That is clear from the opening words of
standing order 157(1), ‘A member may amend a
question that has been proposed’. I submit to you that at
the time that the minister purported to move an
amendment to her motion yesterday, there had been no
question proposed to the house under standing
order 153, and that was because the question is only
proposed to the house after the mover has completed
his or her speech to the motion. That, Speaker, is
consistent with Erskine May, and I refer you to
chapter 21 and in particular page 391, where it says
that:
A matter requiring the decision of the House of Commons is
decided by means of a question put from the Chair upon a
motion made by a member. The essential stages in obtaining
a decision of the house are the moving of a motion; the
proposing of a question by the Chair; and the putting of the
question and collection of voices by the Chair.
At the conclusion of the speech (if any) made by the member
moving a motion, the Chair proposes the question (which
repeats the terms of the motion).

Now clearly it follows from what I have quoted from
Erskine May and it also follows from our own standing
order 153 that a question could only be proposed after
the mover of a motion has moved that motion and
spoken to it. Therefore it is not open to a minister or
indeed anybody else moving a motion to move an
amendment to their own motion until their speech has
been completed and the Chair has then put the question.
That is not just a technical point, Speaker; it is about the
principle of the house being informed of what is going
on and having notice of when there is going to be a
change.
Yesterday there was discussion about the provisions
relating to how one could alter a motion on the notice
paper — advance notice has to be given. So the
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substance of this is that the house should not be taken
by surprise by the mover of a motion moving an
amendment to his or her own motion at the time that
they move it. For those reasons I submit that the
amendment the minister purported to move is out of
order.
I further submit — I have not had a chance to confirm
this through the Votes and Proceedings — but my
recollection is that at no stage so far has a question been
proposed from the Chair. That can be remedied more
quickly, but that also ought to be done if it has not been
done already.
This does not have to be resolved on the spot, Speaker.
If need be, it is a matter you could take time for and
come back later with a ruling on, as long as you rule
prior to the conclusion of the debate. But I think it is
important that the correct procedures be followed and
that the way this house conducts itself is consistent with
our standing orders and consistent with Erskine May
and that you make a ruling that gives guidance to the
house not only on this matter but on future matters so
that everybody is clear where they stand and the house
is not taken by surprise by sudden amendments being
moved to motions — which, for the reasons I have
outlined, is inconsistent with both the form and the
logic of our standing orders and the form and the logic
of Erskine May — and we follow proper procedures so
that the house is fully informed in an appropriate
manner as to what it is debating.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the manager of
opposition business for his point of order and
submission. The Chair will reflect and take us —
including the Chair — through the potential procedures
that could have taken place. First, of course there was
an option available to the government, in this case, to
have withdrawn the motion. That did not happen.
Subsequently, the other option could have been to have
altered that notice and to have provided advice to the
Clerk. That did not happen. These were open options to
the mover. The third option could have been to have
moved an amendment by leave.
What actually happened yesterday, as the Chair
understands, is that the mover, having stood up in her
place and moved the motion, immediately moved the
amendment, which could be read as being somewhat
corrective in practice. However, on reflection — and, as
members would appreciate, in consultation with the
Clerk — it would be the preferred option for the Chair
that the mover is not the person who actually moves the
amendment. Therefore it is open now for the mover or
the government to have somebody else on the
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government benches move that amendment as a
preferred option of ongoing practice.
Therefore, if I may conclude, the Chair in this case does
uphold the point of order advanced by the manager of
opposition business and indicates to the government
that it is open to the government to have somebody else
move that amendment.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, just to
clarify, if I interpret your ruling correctly, should one of
the government speakers, before this debate concludes,
move the amendment that I had proposed yesterday,
that amendment will stand as part of the motion and we
can proceed with the discussion on this matter?
The SPEAKER — Order! Correct, and if I may, I
make the comment that the Chair failed to comment. Of
course these matters will be taken into consideration on
an individual basis and on their merit. But I do remind
all members, as the Chair sees it, that the amendment
referred to a change of date — the amendment did not
refer to a change in content or intent of that notice of
motion. Therefore the Chair feels it is very practical and
correct to give that opportunity now.
Mr Clark — On a further point of order, Speaker, I
am sorry to trouble you about this aspect, but there is
the issue of whether or not a question has been formally
proposed from the Chair. The clerks and Votes and
Proceedings may recall that more accurately, but my
recollection is that at no point so far has a question been
proposed, in which case it would be appropriate that the
question formally be proposed by the Chair prior to
anybody seeking to move an amendment.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is the understanding of
the Chair that the question has been put. I do not uphold
the point of order that the manager of opposition
business has put.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I would like to
continue my contribution from earlier. I move:
That the expression after ‘5.00 p.m.’ be omitted with the view
of inserting in its place the expression ‘on Monday, 6 June
2016’.

As I indicated yesterday in my contribution, and as the
Leader of the House and the Attorney-General
indicated in their earlier contributions, what is before
the house today recognises the fact that the Leader of
the Opposition is the custodian of the documents in
question. Really all this motion is seeking to do is to
enable the Department of Premier and Cabinet to liaise
with the Leader of the Opposition in relation to the
release of these documents.
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I mentioned yesterday in my contribution that the
member for Mornington questioned whether there was
much public interest in relation to the Vertigan report. I
note the fact that at the time the Australian reported that
the Vertigan report talked about a revolution in the way
government services are delivered. This is not
something from ancient history, this is not something
from the Kennett government in the 1990s, this is
something that happened four years ago. The reality is
that this is something that is quite newsworthy — —
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Speaker, I
apologise for interrupting the member for Essendon,
but I seek some clarification, if that is okay.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn is on his feet and I request the member for
Warrandyte to resume his seat.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte must understand that the Chair has to be
able to hear and listen to the member for Hawthorn, and
the member for Warrandyte should choose to walk
behind the chair and talk to the Clerk on the other side,
not in between. The Chair must be able to focus on the
point of order.
Mr Pesutto — Thank you, Speaker, and I do
preface that there does not appear to be any precedent
on this, so I am really seeking guidance. My
understanding is the member for Essendon has moved
the amendment relating to the date for compliance, and
he has done that under standing order 157.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr Pesutto — Thank you, the member for one less
portfolio.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! On the point of order, the
member, to continue.
Mr Pesutto — My understanding — can I conclude
the point of order — —
Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will
continue.
Mr Pesutto — Speaker, I am seeking clarification,
because if it is the case that the member for Essendon
has moved a motion to amend the question, then my
understanding is that his remarks under standing
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order 157(4) have to be confined to the amendment. I
seek clarification on that. I do not know what the
answer is. I would be grateful for your guidance.
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undertook yesterday in a bipartisan sense. No, we are
not debating that; members are being denied the chance
to make a contribution on that important issue. Why?
Because we are here debating a Labor stunt.

Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The practice of the house
is that when the member moved that amendment, the
member moved the original question and the
amendment, which is what has actually happened. The
Chair does not uphold the point of order. The member,
to continue.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, if you
could clarify, given that the motion has been amended
and re-put by the member for Essendon, is it correct to
say now that those who have previously spoken on this
motion can speak again? Is it your position now that
members who have previously spoken in regard to the
previous motion that was put incorrectly can now
recontribute to the debate under the new amended
motion?
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, I
believe that it would be in order for those who have
spoken to speak to the amendment, if not to the motion.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The manager of
opposition business is entitled to make a point of order.
The Chair is seeking advice from the Clerk, and the
Chair would appreciate that all members cooperate with
that.
On advice, as members will appreciate, the Chair rules
as follows: given that the member for Essendon had not
spoken to the original notice of motion and amendment
he is entitled to continue to speak on those two items.
However, members who have spoken to the original
notice of motion will be regarded as having spoken on
the subject matter. Therefore I do not uphold the point
of order. The member for Essendon’s time has
concluded.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — What an absolute
shemozzle; what a mess this is! As the Leader of the
House departs the chamber, leaving the mess behind
her that she has created through her own incompetence,
you have to worry about a government which cannot
even get its own stunts right. This is a week in which
we should be discussing and debating the budget — the
budget which this government believes should be the
centrepiece of its economic agenda for this year. But,
no, we are not debating the appropriation bills, are we?
We are debating Labor’s stunt, a stunt it has cocked up.
We are not debating the historic apology that this house

Labor members think that this stunt is more important
than debating the budget. They think that this stunt is
more important than debating the very important and
historic motion that this Parliament passed yesterday in
relation to an apology to the people of this state who
have been very adversely affected by bad laws over
many, many years. This is the mark of members of this
government: they are more interested in stunts than in
the heartfelt words we heard yesterday. Those heartfelt
words, can I say, start to ring a little bit hollow. They
start to ring a little bit hollow when we see the priority
of this government today.
Ms Graley interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The member for Narre Warren
South may say that is not true. Why does she not
demonstrate it by pushing this ridiculous stunt of a
motion back down the notice paper, where it should be?
But no, we had a debate this morning about the
government bumping this up the notice paper to take
precedence over the budget and to take precedence over
the take-note motion on yesterday’s apology. This is a
stunt, no more and no less.
We know that this is a government which has
demonstrated it has no respect for cabinet in
confidence — no respect whatsoever. When it was
elected, what did it do? It released
cabinet-in-confidence documents of the previous
government. Did it seek the approval of the Leader of
the Opposition to release those cabinet-in-confidence
documents? No, it did not. Why did not the Secretary of
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet (DPC),
Chris Eccles, who in law is the guardian of those
documents, seek the approval of the Leader of the
Opposition before those east–west link
cabinet-in-confidence documents were released? Why
was that? Why was Chris Eccles put there in the first
place? The incoming government sacked Andrew
Tongue, who was a well-respected secretary of DPC
and served governments of all complexions. He was
sacked on day one and replaced with Labor’s
hand-picked choice, Chris Eccles — and Chris Eccles
did not seek the approval of the Leader of the
Opposition to release cabinet-in-confidence documents.
So that is how we know that this is an absolute stunt.
Labor members are quite happy to release
cabinet-in-confidence documents of the former
government when it suits their political purposes. When
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it suits them, they will release the documents. They will
not ask the secretary of DPC to seek anyone’s approval;
they will just go and do it, because they do not care.
They do not care about convention; they do not care
about rules. All they care about is their short-term
political interests. They do not care about the practices
or the privileges of this place.
If this motion is passed and it is enforced by the
government, members should make no mistake: we
may as well just set up a live stream of every cabinet
meeting, because this motion seeks to rip up cabinet in
confidence. For members who have not had the
privilege of serving in cabinet, I can tell them that any
government will have strong and robust discussions
around a cabinet table. Departments will be providing
material to ministers for discussions in those cabinet
debates. It is absolutely important under our system of
Westminster government and cabinet government that
that information be able to be discussed freely and
frankly and without the risk that it will be disclosed. If
members want to have proper debates around the
cabinet table, with competing and contrasting views put
forward, that needs to be done with the sense that those
views will be kept around the cabinet table.
This government does not care about cabinet in
confidence. If this motion is to go ahead, this is the new
precedent, this is the new normal — that Labor says,
‘Cabinet in confidence doesn’t matter’. Let me just give
members opposite a foretaste of the sorts of documents
we on this side will be seeking when we are next in
government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The gambling licences
auction.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I am glad the member for
Essendon piped up, because we know he was part of
the problem. He was part of the problem over the
gambling licences. He was acting as a lobbyist with his
mate David White, walking into the gambling
minister’s office and walking out with armfuls of
documents he had no entitlement to, getting his hands
on some grubby fees, grubby lobbyist fees, in breach of
the rules, as the upper house inquiry found. Well, those
documents are now on the table — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
will come to order.
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Mr M. O’BRIEN — Importantly, the criminal law
does not have a statute of limitations, so the member for
Essendon should not think that he is safe.
What about the desalination plant? We are going to go
through the desalination plant with a fine-tooth comb.
What dirty deals were done with their union mates to
load the cost onto Victorians? They had Treasure Island
down there. They had people being paid six figures to
hold lollipop sticks — dirty deals with their union
mates that are being paid for by Melbourne families
through higher water bills. We are going to find them
all out: the smart meters debacle, the myki mess.
What about this current government and the western
distributor? This was a proposal that was never taken to
the election, but we know that the Treasurer had secret
discussions with Transurban before the election. So let
us get our hands on all that correspondence, all the
documents between Transurban and this government.
What about all the enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiations that are going on, all the secret deals that
are being done between the United Firefighters Union
and the Premier, sidelining the Minister for Emergency
Services and undermining 60 000 Country Fire
Authority volunteers? We are going to get our hands on
all of those.
What about the dirty little sky rail lie, the lies that are
being told to the people on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham-Dandenong lines, the lies that
are being told to the people on the Frankston line — all
those lies? How about the Minister for Women who,
according to the newspapers, came into the cabinet
room with a list of Labor Party-friendly women who
should be appointed to water boards? Well, that is a
cabinet document. We are going to get our hands on
that now, are we not? Because this is the new
precedent; this is the new normal.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — We are going to knock you
out, mate. We are going to knock you out. Don’t you
worry about that.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — This is a stunt of a motion by a
government whose members are more interested in
trying to run political interference for the Leader of the
Government in the other place than they are in debating
the budget, more interested in running political
interference for the non-disclosure of documents in the
other place than they are in debating yesterday’s
historic apology. This is the disgraceful level to which
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members of this government have stooped. They
cannot even do it competently. We had the member for
Essendon, as the Acting Speaker, make a completely
wrong ruling yesterday.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — We asked him to get
somebody competent like yourself, Speaker, in. But,
oh, no, the member for Essendon knows best. Of
course, Speaker, you corrected his erroneous ruling
yesterday because he is just not up to the job. He thinks
he is up to every job in this place, but he is not up to
any of them.
This is a joke of a motion, a stunt of a motion from a
joke of a government. It is belittling to this government.
It is trashing every convention of cabinet in confidence
that this Parliament has operated on for over 150 years.
If this motion is proceeded with, it will be one which
members opposite will live to regret — because they
have skeletons in their closet and we are going to
uncover every single one.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — What an
unedifying performance by the member for Malvern. I
have to say that one thing that we on this side of the
house are agreed on is that we do not take lectures from
the disgraced, dodgy former Treasurer, whose poison
pen signed that side letter and sold Victorians out. That
is where it begins and finishes for us: we do not take
lectures from him.
This motion is a very simple request. I remind those
very simple minds over there that it is a simple request.
I recall a couple of days after those opposite won their
last election — looking at them now, you wonder how
that ever happened — listening to the Premier at that
time, Ted Baillieu, on the radio. He was being
interviewed by Jon Faine and he was asked, ‘What is
the state of the books, Premier?’. He said, ‘Well, I’ve
had the blue books come up to me and we’ve opened
them out and we’ve had a good look at them, and I’ve
got to say the books are in good order’. He said, ‘The
books are in good order’. I thought, ‘Good on you, Ted.
You’re honest about this, and it is a pretty good start for
your government’.
We on the side of the house were not surprised by that
comment because we knew that the Bracks and
Brumby governments ran a very tight ship; it was a
very fiscally responsible government that delivered on
good-quality government services and facilities. But
what did we get? A few weeks later it was as though
the ghosts from the Kennett-Stockdale era were back in
charge and had whispered in the ear of the former
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Treasurer, the now member for Rowville, who had
been down to his local accountant to get some advice
about how to balance the books in opposition. So now
Kennett and Stockdale are back in, and they say to him,
‘You need to get an independent audit’, and they go out
and commission the Vertigan report.
We know that the Vertigan report was done for a very
specific reason. The fact that the opposition does not
want to produce it is for a very specific reason too. We
know that the Vertigan report, in the tradition of other
reports that were done elsewhere around Australia
under Campbell Newman and in New South Wales,
indeed even David Cameron in Britain, was about what
is quite rightly reported in the Australian — a secret
government plan. I quote:
A secret audit commission report calls for a revolution in the
way government services are delivered, with charities and
private businesses taking responsibility from bureaucrats.

We know why the opposition does not want us to have
a look at it — it is because we know that it was about
cutting public servants, 4200 public servants, in this
state. We know it was about taking the apples out of the
mouths of babes. We know that it was about cutting
aged care. So we want, as is the right of everybody in
this chamber, for the house to see what is in this report.
The Victorian public deserves to see it because it needs
to be forewarned about voting for a Liberal
government, even here in the state. As much as the
member for Malvern might think he is going to be back
over here pretty soon, I have got to say that if the public
sees the Vertigan report, as they will before a federal
election if this is to go through, everybody will be on
red-hot alert to make sure that neither a Victorian
Liberal government nor an Australian Liberal
government is elected. I commend the motion to the
house.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It is a pleasure to
rise to join the debate and to reject the motion. There is
no-one in this house who does not know why we are
debating this motion. If the Leader of the Government
in the other place, the Honourable Gavin Jennings,
MLC, were allowed to set foot back in that chamber in
the next sitting week, then we would not be having this
conversation. This is nothing more than a stunt, a
Mexican stand-off, in order to force the opposition and
other parties to back down from their position of
suspending the Leader of the House in the other place
because of his reluctance, his absolute defiance in fact,
to produce documents that the Council has asked him to
produce. There is nothing more than that going on here.
We can talk about reports. The member for Narre
Warren South can, for all she wants, say what this

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Wednesday, 25 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

motion is about, but the fact of the matter is that the
member — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — I’m following her. There is no
doubt in anyone’s mind why we are here. Cabinet in
confidence is sacrosanct.
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
will allow the member for Warrandyte to continue in
silence.
Mr R. SMITH — Cabinet in confidence is
sacrosanct. In fact, the invention of cabinet secrecy is a
central pillar of the Westminster system of government
as it is applied in Australia. There is no benefit to any
government, whatever its flavour, to have
cabinet-in-confidence documents out in the public
domain. For those who are fortunate enough to have
served in a cabinet, the fact of the matter is that you
consider all options when you are in cabinet in
addressing an issue. You consider an extreme of one
point of view, an extreme of the other and, if I can use
these words, the more palatable views in the middle,
and you need the extremes in order to consider the ones
in the middle. If any government is unable to do that, if
any government is unable to sit around a cabinet table
and talk about all the options that are possible, then it is
very simple to say that government cannot operate.
If the government wants to go down this line, we will
be asking for a number of documents: desalination
documents, myki documents and north–south pipeline
documents. Maybe a former member of this place
would like to know how he was completely dudded by
that decision and how that decision got made. A former
member for Seymour, Ben Hardman, actually used to
say that he had his job for life. His community loved
him. That particular project certainly made that
statement seem as silly as it actually was, and I am sure
he would love to see the circumstances under which
that project went forward.
Regarding the ultranet, I have to say that I have heard
from a former departmental officer that the Minister for
Public Transport was a very, very big proponent of
ultranet. She actually said that it should get pushed
through at all costs. I would love to see the detail about
that particular project. I would love to see what her
involvement was and how appropriate her involvement
was. I would love to see if she pushed the department in
directions that it was uncomfortable with. I would like
to see if she actually took the advice from her
department or ran roughshod over it.
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I would like to hear the views of former Minister for
Water, Tim Holding, having been told, also by
departmental officials, that he was given advice
numerous times from many different officials that his
deal on the desalination plant was wrong and that he
should not proceed. I would love to see those details,
and I am sure that the Victorian public would also like
to see those details. I am sure that the Victorian public
would like to know why their water bills jumped
significantly under the Bracks and Brumby
governments. I am sure they would like to see why
hundreds of millions of dollars were wasted on the
myki ticketing system. I am sure they would like to see
why the costs of these projects were blown out to an
extraordinary degree.
If the documents that are being asked for by the
government are presented, if cabinet in confidence is
broken, if the Secretary of the Department of Premier
and Cabinet does go forward to the Leader of the
Opposition and ask for permission and if those
documents ever see the light of day, then they will not
be the only cabinet-in-confidence documents that see
the light of day, I can tell you that.
I also have some issue with the method by which this
motion could possibly proceed. The Attorney-General
yesterday told us very clearly that the Leader of the
Opposition would be asked for his permission for those
documents to be released, yet the member who spoke
before me said that those documents would come out in
very short order once this motion was put through.
Well, the member for Narre Warren South is missing a
vital step that the Attorney-General put forward to us
yesterday. Is the Attorney-General wrong in what he
said? Because most of his contribution was about the
process by which this would happen, which does not
conform at all with what the member for Narre Warren
South said.
The government seems to be unsure how this motion
would progress anyway. If government members
through their ill-informed and ill-executed stunts cannot
tell us how the process is going to happen should the
motion pass, then what hope do we have of
understanding what the government is trying to
achieve? It is quite ridiculous. It is quite obviously on
display to anyone that the government has taken this
approach without too much understanding of how to do
it. We have seen just the simple wording of the motion
be botched by the Leader of the House, and it continues
to be botched going forward.
I have to agree with the member for Brighton, who said
in this house today that it was nice to see in a former
time that we actually had some competence from the
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person who occupied the seat of the Leader of the
House, because we certainly do not have it now in any
way. As the member for Malvern rightly said, the
Leader of the House scurried out of this chamber during
this debate, leaving a trail of wreckage behind her —
wreckage that she asked her backbencher colleagues to
pick up. It is quite damning on her that she has left it
that way.
The other issue is of course that Victorians did not elect
this government to go back in time and pull documents
out from the previous government for all to look at. If
this is an example of the paucity of the government’s
agenda and it has nothing else to occupy its time with,
then that really is an indictment of the government. You
would think that the Leader of the House would have a
few other things on her plate. You would think that the
flawed and unfunded metro project may be something
that might be occupying her mind. You would think
that the enormous community fallout that is occurring
in the electorate of Oakleigh, much to the member for
Oakleigh’s dismay, would be an issue that the Leader
of the House should be dealing with. You would think
that the V/Line crisis would be something that she
should be dealing with. You would think that there are
so many other issues she could be dealing with. You
might think that instead of looking at the Vertigan
report the Leader of the House might want to have a
look at the review on Uber. That would be something
that she could spend her time doing, if she has so much
of this free time.
Instead, it is this government’s agenda to pull out a
document from — what? — four, five or six years ago
and present it to the Victorian people and say, ‘Aha,
look at what the former government was going to do.
Look at what potentially future Liberal governments
could do’. Well, it is just complete nonsense. I could
just as easily hold up Infrastructure Victoria’s options
paper and say, ‘Well, as with the forms that we see with
these reports, this is what you are going to do’. Maybe
that is right. Maybe the government is going to build
the east–west link. Maybe the government is going to
write off the $1.1 billion that it threw away to tear up
that contract and actually build it. I mean, is that right?
Is that Infrastructure Victoria paper that has been
commissioned by the government something that it is
going to use? That is the same logic that it is trying to
use with this Vertigan report.
The opposition certainly rejects this motion. We reject
it not on the basis that we are concerned about the
report coming into public light. We are concerned
more — far, far more — about the precedent of a
cabinet-in-confidence document being made public
before its time. We are concerned that it will affect the
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frank and fearless advice given to cabinet by
government officials. We are concerned that the frank
and fearless conversations around the cabinet table by
whatever government is in office, whether it is Liberal,
Labor, Liberal-Nationals in coalition, whatever the
government’s flavour is — and that are needed will not
happen as a result.
We are concerned that on the whole suite of options on
any given challenge that Victoria faces, the discussion
will not be had — a discussion that is needed to be had
for the best interests of Victoria. That is what this is
about. This is about making sure that Victoria’s future
is looked after — not a short-term political gain, not a
short-term Labor stunt, not a short-term vision about
how these things should be carried out. It is about
responsible government, and this motion, almost more
than any other thing that this government has done in
the last year and a half, shows up this government as
being irresponsible and politically driven and certainly
does expose the paucity of its agenda.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The member
for Warrandyte says the opposition is not concerned
about this report being made public. Well, thank you
very much; that is what we want. The choice is here,
right now. Why does the Leader of the Opposition not
come straight into the chamber and say that he agrees,
that he will put it on the public record? That is all we
ask. It is a simple proposition. There it is. This is the
proposition. Those opposite are saying there is no
public concern. I take up that point. So there is no
public concern? Let us see what it is. My call is for the
Leader of the Opposition to come into the chamber and
make his statement clear. That is the proposition. The
Leader of the Opposition is the custodian of this report.
Let us actually go to the fundamental propositions of
what happened here. This was set in the context of new
coalition governments coming into power around the
country, and this was the strategy that was adopted to
give them an economic framework and to mount their
political case and their arguments. That is what
happened. We saw this going on throughout the
country. So what do we actually know about this, and
what is still hidden from the public record?
What we do know is the former government released
the interim report that recommended that the private
sector be used to deliver public services. The former
Treasurer and the Premier used the unreleased final
report to explain decisions to cut public service
numbers, but we know that there was more. We have
insight into this in an article reported in the Australian
newspaper of 28 August 2012, where it detailed its
account of the final report. It called it a revolution — a
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revolution — in the way that government services are
delivered, with charities and private businesses taking
responsibility from bureaucrats.
According to the Australian, the report outlined
$5.5 billion in cuts. The member for Warrandyte said
there is no concern about it being made public. Well, let
us bring it in. Let us have a look at it then. Let us get on
with it. The article said the report was borrowing from
the so-called big society plans of David Cameron’s
government in Britain, which had sought to get
charities and volunteers to take over the delivery of
government services, so this was a major economic
reform that was being proposed.
The article said officials associated with the review had
said that wherever possible the government should get
out of directly delivering services such as welfare, early
childhood education and housing rather than simply
outsourcing government functions. It called on the
government to create competition, a competitive
market, so that charities and other private bodies would
bid for government contracts. According to the
Australian the report says state governments should
retain no more than a residual capacity to provide
services to cover a potential failure by the private
provider.
So this was, as defined by the Australian, a revolution
in how governments would operate. This is clearly in
the public interest. I take up the member for
Warrandyte’s proposition that there is no concern to
make this public, and call on the Leader of the
Opposition to come into this Parliament and state his
position to the house on this motion.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I have been a member of
this Parliament for some 24 years, and this is one of the
most short-sighted motions that I have seen brought
before the chamber. It is short-sighted because it is
actually asking for a cabinet-in-confidence document to
be brought before the house.
I just want to start off by touching on the Vertigan
report. The Vertigan report was, as has been said, a
report — and this is ostensibly what it is all about, the
fuss over the Vertigan report — that was commissioned
by the previous government. It was a cabinet
document — and I note that no-one on the other side is
disputing that it is a cabinet document; indeed the
member for Melton is acknowledging it is a cabinet
document — the document came to cabinet, and it was
dealt with in the normal processes of cabinet. I am not
revealing anything untoward. Some of its
recommendations were accepted, and a lot of its
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recommendations were not accepted. It is a historic
document.
I know that Labor members have been excited about
this for some time to see what the whole document said
as opposed to the summary document that was released
by the government at the time, but I can assure the
house that the document was dealt with a long time ago.
It is a historic document, as I said, and the cabinet
accepted some of the recommendations but did not
accept others, which quite frankly is what happens with
most documents that go to cabinet.
But why is government so intent on retrieving the
Vertigan document? I think the Leader of the House
very openly divulged her three reasons for wanting the
Vertigan report. The first reason is that she claims,
incorrectly, that Vertigan influenced the former
government’s thinking, which again I find an
incongruous case to put because so much of that report
was not adopted by the previous government.
Secondly, the Leader of the House said something
along the lines that the Vertigan report goes to the heart
and soul of Liberal Party policy development. That is
pretty interesting, because I chaired Liberal policy
development for some time and I can assure the house
that the Vertigan document played no role in Liberal
policy development. And I have to say that I have never
seen Mr Vertigan at a Liberal Party meeting. Again I
can assure the house that the Vertigan document has
played no role in Liberal Party policy development.
The third reason the Leader of the House put — I think
she let the cat out of the bag here, and it was picked up
in fact by the member for Narre Warren South — as to
why she wishes to secure the Vertigan report is that she
claimed that the document would allow people to see
what a future Liberal government in Victoria or indeed
a future Liberal government in Canberra might do.
What we are seeing here is the Leader of the House
wanting the Victorian Legislative Assembly to trash the
worthy tradition of cabinet-in-confidence documents to
participate in a federal election campaign. That is of
itself very base level politics.
The second comment I wish to make is that the
principles of cabinet in confidence are absolutely
fundamental to the operation of the Westminster
system. Anyone who is a university student of politics
should learn this very early on. It is bad enough to
demand this document for the base political purpose of
wanting to participate in a federal election campaign,
but to actually want to smash cabinet confidentiality on
the way through is reprehensible on the part of the
government.
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I refer to an article written by George Williams and
published in the Sydney Morning Herald of
24 February 2014. Other members have referred to it,
but I think it is very important to understand this
concept. I quote:
Cabinet documents … are protected by public interest
immunity on the basis that good governance, and thus the
public interest, demands that such documents be kept private.

He goes on to argue, correctly:
The convention of cabinet secrecy is a central pillar of the
Westminster system of government applied in Australia. It is
essential that cabinet, the key decision-making forum of
government, be a place in which ministers can freely air their
differences and debate the full range of policies, laws and
actions.

He goes on to say:
The importance of this principle has meant that courts have
denied access to documents concerning cabinet deliberations.
The High Court has found that access should only be granted
in ‘exceptional circumstances’.

I do not believe that the High Court would regard the
Labor Party’s decision to participate in a federal
election campaign as exceptional circumstances, by the
way.
This is a longstanding principle of the whole tradition
of government in the Westminster system. Indeed, as
was pointed out by the member for Box Hill, the
manager of opposition business, the Labor Party at a
federal level in the person of Mark Dreyfus recognised
this well. Dreyfus went in to bat quite articulately,
saying that cabinet documents should not be released.
But as other speakers have pointed out, the real reason
that this motion is before the house is that the
Legislative Council has demanded documents, the
Leader of the Government in the Legislative Council
has been suspended and obviously what the
government is trying to do is have this house pass a
motion calling for a cabinet document, and then
obviously the Leader of the Opposition would be
approached and what he would do is a matter for
him — I have not had a discussion with him about this
particular element — and I imagine the Labor Party is
wanting to have a tit-for-tat motion on the Leader of the
Opposition.
However, even in the Legislative Council there are
processes and procedures in relation to cabinet
documents. Indeed this has been touched on briefly but
not sufficiently in this debate. According to Legislative
Council standing order 11.04, if documents are deemed
or thought to be cabinet in confidence, there is a
mechanism to follow. Indeed the idea of this is that the
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document is supplied to an independent umpire such as
a former judge who can make the judgement that the
document is or is not cabinet in confidence. It would
then be beholden to a responsible house to not persist
with the demand if the document is deemed cabinet in
confidence. And again I emphasise, it would be
beholden to a responsible house to not insist on the
document if it is a cabinet-in-confidence document.
Where I understand things have gone awry in the other
place — I am not a member; it is just my
understanding — is that this process has not been
triggered even though it is provided for under the
standing orders.
What we have before us is a motion whereby the
Legislative Assembly wants to extract a
cabinet-in-confidence document — again many
speakers before me have warned of the dangers of
this — and in addressing this issue speakers on this side
the house have indicated that if the Victorian
Legislative Assembly wants to completely and utterly
trash one of the central pillars of the Westminster
system, then I would imagine the Legislative Council
will follow suit as well. That is what I would imagine; I
am just speculating here, based on what I know
happens in politics once something is trashed. It is a
very, very important decision for the Legislative
Assembly to make in the course of this debate. It is a
huge decision to actually call for a
cabinet-in-confidence document.
Unfortunately, as I indicated earlier, the Leader of the
House gave three reasons as to why the government
wishes to have this document, none of which are
particularly important. She made an allegation that the
document influenced the former government’s
thinking. She made an allegation that it was about
Liberal Party policy development, which is not true; it
influenced a very little part of the former government’s
thinking. It was one document put to the cabinet over a
very long period of time. The third reason, which is the
most crass and base political reason, is, as she
indicated, that she would like to use this document to
show what a future Liberal government in Canberra
might do.
I think the price of this is too high. I understand that
Labor Party members are bound, as indeed we are on so
many occasions, but I would urge those who are more
sensible and deep thinkers on the side of the
government to understand the point that to throw away
cabinet in confidence and to simply ask for a document
to participate in a federal election campaign is an act of
bastardry.
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Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to speak on this
motion and to express my absolute dismay at what is
happening here. I have not been in this Parliament very
long at all, and I have heard from a number of speakers
who have been in this Parliament for a very long time
and who may have seen something like this happen
before. I have not had the full benefit of a briefing from
either side on this, but I am very acutely aware that
there is a lot of politics going on here. There are things
happening in the other house that are leading to things
happening in this house. I have seen the media reports,
and I have an inkling of what is going on.
It does seem to me that cabinet confidentiality is a very
important foundation of our government. While the
notion of cabinet is not embedded in our constitution, it
is nevertheless a fundamental element of our system of
government. It is my understanding that the two main
features of cabinet are that there is a place of
developing collective responsibility and that there has
to be confidentiality around that process. I assume that
means that cabinet is a place where there can be full
and frank discussions about all the issues that come
before it and that there are documents that can be
produced to enable cabinet to ultimately formulate the
view that it then takes out to the world and that it
expects the whole of government to abide by as the
government governs as the people of Victoria expect it
to. So cabinet will of necessity have a whole lot of
documents before it, whether they are submissions,
reports, minutes or other formulations of material.
What are we doing here today? I think members on
each side — and even though I am on this side I am not
a member of a party — all probably have a fairly
intimate knowledge of what is going on. Again I cannot
help but be concerned that what is happening in the
other place is a reflection of what is happening here. I
can only assume that some of the documents that are
being asked for in the other place are perhaps also
cabinet-in-confidence documents. In this house we now
have a motion before us requiring the production of the
Vertigan report, and it does seem to me, really, that
politics is running amok.
I believe that the people of Victoria, the ordinary voters
out there, would be very unimpressed with how we
have been spending our time in this Parliament
yesterday and today. We have only one day left to
debate five separate bills, we have a budget reply
debate and we have a number of motions before us that
have not yet even been reached. So from where I sit in
this house, I am unimpressed too — as I believe many
people would be — with how this is playing out. If I
were a judge in a court, I would send everyone out to
mediation with a strong mediator, and I would tell them
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not to come back until they had sorted things out,
because it would be a waste of money in the court
system to be behaving like this. In this place I suspect it
is perhaps a waste of good government time, when
there is so much left to debate — things that are really
important to the people of Victoria. Some of these bills
people will consider are important. They are bills that
have been put by the government to be debated in this
house, and there is now going to be very, very little
time to do so.
So I would urge everyone, rather than voting on this
motion, to take a deep breath, move on to something
else and go and try to sort it out so that the people of
Victoria can look on this Parliament with the respect
that it deserves.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — Under
standing order 155 I move:
That the question now be put.

The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to take us through
the following. A member may move a closure motion
to a question, seeking that it now be put without notice
at any time during debate on the question in the house,
whether or not the member is addressing the Chair.
However, the Chair must put the question immediately
without amendment or debate unless he or she believes
that, as per 155(2)(b), ‘it is a denial of the rights of the
minority’. The Chair does indicate that it would have
been the Chair’s preference to have had the members
for Melbourne and Prahran indicate their point of view;
however, in their absence, the Chair now accepts that
the question now must be put. The question is:
That the question now be put.

All those in favour say ‘Aye’; to the contrary, ‘No’.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will continue
through the procedure. The Chair will take a
point — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair had begun to
put the question. Those in favour say ‘Aye’; to the
contrary, ‘No’.
House divided on Ms Hennessy’s motion:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
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Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
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Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 38
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
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Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 38
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amendment agreed to.
House divided on amended motion:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 38
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
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Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
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Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amended motion agreed to.

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I am
proud to rise to speak on the 2016–17 budget, a budget
that delivers on what we promised prior to the election.
We promised the people of Victoria that we would be a
government focused on jobs, on health, on education
and on transport, and that is exactly what we have
delivered. In my contribution I would like to focus on
education.
We came into government on a promise that we would
make Victoria the education state. In last year’s budget
we made the single biggest injection of education
funding in Victoria’s history, providing almost
$4 billion in additional funds — money that was
desperately needed after years of underinvestment;
$1.4 billion of that funding was needed to, for the first
time ever, fully acquit Victoria’s commitment to the
Gonski agreement for 2015, 2016 and 2017. When
schools returned at the start of 2016, they did so with
the knowledge and the confidence that there was an
additional $566 million for school budgets over and
above enrolment and indexation. That means that this
year the Andrews Labor government has delivered a
70 per cent increase in needs-based funding. This year’s
budget builds on huge gains in last year’s budget by
making an unprecedented investment of $1.1 billion in
our school infrastructure. Last year’s figure was
$730 million, but we knew we had a lot of ground to
make up, and I will come back to this point later on.
We are providing a massive $155 million boost to
support for children with special needs. We are making
it easier for students to access health services. We are
helping people arrive here to make a new life, fit in and
get on, with $49 million for initiatives that support
refugees, asylum seekers, new migrants and students
learning English as an additional language.
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In terms of Gonski, this year we are investing a further
$644.6 million to acquit our commitment to Gonski for
the 2017 school year and make sure that every child
gets the opportunities to succeed at school. We are
providing extra support for students with special needs,
better IT equipment, access to health services and more.
Our unprecedented investment of $155.8 million in
special needs education means we can upgrade
20 specialist schools that desperately need
modernisation. It means we can meet the increased
demand for the support provided by the program for
students with disabilities (PSD) and immediately
respond to 21 of the 25 recommendations arising from
the PSD review. We are considering the remaining four
recommendations. They relate to a new funding model.
We will be responding to the recommendations of the
PSD review in regards to funding and the Bracks
review in next year’s budget process.
In terms of our support for special needs students,
$49.7 million is allocated to support an extra
1750 students who are expected to be eligible for the
PSD in 2017. There is also $22 million to help students
with autism and dyslexia by increasing the number of
speech pathologists, providing reading intervention
programs and language screener tools and providing
extra teacher training, as well as developing and
delivering Victoria’s first dedicated strategy to help
students with learning difficulties like dyslexia.
This additional funding also means we can now support
students who, in the past, fell through the cracks as they
transitioned from primary school to secondary school;
so there is additional funding to support those students.
There is $15.6 million to help students with disability
travel between home and school, and that includes the
replacement of up to 56 old buses. Plus, we have got
the special school capital, which I will talk about in a
moment.
It goes without saying that one of the most important
preconditions for good education is good health, so we
are investing $43.8 million to have GPs in
100 secondary schools, each one with modern,
fit-for-purpose examination rooms. This was a
commitment we made in the lead-up to the 2014
election. We spent a lot of time working out the details
of the program. We will be rolling that out this year and
next year with this funding. We are also expanding the
fantastic Stephanie Alexander kitchen garden
classroom program to teach more kids about healthy
eating and healthy lifestyles.
If students need some help from our student support
services staff, they will get a faster and more efficient
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service, thanks to over $6 million worth of support for
that workforce — new phones, iPads and access to fleet
cars. These workers travel long distances between
schools providing essential support and welfare for our
kids, and this is an important additional support that we
can provide for that workforce.
As well as being happy and healthy, we want our kids
to be safe and happy at home. That is why we are
providing $21.8 million to meet the recommendations
of the Royal Commission on Family Violence for
respectful relationships education in every school. We
rolled that out as part of the new Victorian curriculum
last year, delivering the respectful relationships
curriculum for years P to 10. The recommendation
from the royal commission was to expand that program
across all school years, and that is exactly what we will
be doing with this additional funding. That
$21.8 million also includes funding for 17 new
dedicated health officers to help schools deal with
instances of family violence. This is of course part of a
much wider whole-of-government response to the royal
commission’s recommendations.
One of the key focuses of the education state is about
ending the cycle of disadvantage and poor educational
outcomes. The focus of the Gonski report and the focus
of the Bracks review was the unacceptable link in our
education system between disadvantage and poor
educational outcomes. Children and families from
refugee backgrounds are amongst the most vulnerable
and disadvantaged people in Victoria. Our state will
become home to approximately 4000 new refugees
from Syria and Iraq over the next 18 months. These
refugees have experienced recent severe trauma, and it
is anticipated that schools will need increased support
to help them feel at home. We are putting over
$49 million into three initiatives to support them, their
families and other new migrants who have come to
make Victoria their home.
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notebook computer and $202 million to sustain the
current IT on-site technical support in Victorian
government schools. We are talking about 300 jobs,
and this will maintain that very important workforce in
our schools.
If I can turn to infrastructure, and I spoke a little bit
about it earlier today, this budget delivers $1.1 billion to
fund, plan, build and maintain our schools. Broken
down that includes $924 million for capital works and
an extra $200 million for additional much-needed
maintenance each and every year. To put that into some
perspective, last year’s capital budget was $730 million,
including $610 million for government schools and
$120 million to deliver our commitment to the
non-government school sector, and we are providing
$924 million this year.
I am particularly proud of the $68.5 million investment
in infrastructure for children with disabilities to fund
upgrades to 20 specialist schools, which includes each
and every one of those identified as being in the worst
condition. We are upgrading every specialist school
identified as what we call a red school. We are also
providing a $10 million boost to the Inclusive Schools
Fund. This fund has been oversubscribed. We have
already delivered $10 million; that was a commitment
we made. We are doubling the Inclusive Schools Fund,
which provides funding for predominantly mainstream
schools, whether that be for a sensory garden or a quiet
space for students with additional needs or for
additional staff facilities.

We are expanding the refugee education support
service and the Learning Beyond the Bell homework
clubs. We are providing funding to meet increased
demand for English as an additional language
programs, and we are helping parents to meet the costs
of teaching their children their native tongues through a
significant increase in funding of $4 million to
community language schools.

There is $287 million to acquire land to build or
complete 23 new schools where they are needed most
in outer suburban growth areas like Taylors Hill, where
we are investing $12 million to build a new secondary
school. If you think about the pressures from growth,
you realise we need to accommodate an additional
90 000 students over the next five years. It takes a
couple of years to fund, plan, design and build a new
school. Because of the lack of investment under the
previous government, there is not one new school being
opened in Victoria in 2016. We are providing funding
either to purchase land or to complete or build
brand-new schools — that is 23 this year. We now have
42 in the pipeline. Labor has tripled the investment in
annual school infrastructure funding across our growth
areas compared to the previous government.

We are making sure that every student has access to a
great education. We are also making sure that they have
the latest educational software on their school
computers as well as on the devices they bring to
school with an additional $9.3 million. There is
$75 million so that each teacher will have their own

In our 10 interface local government areas Labor has
invested an average over our two budgets of
$196 million — that is, over $392 million in our first
two budgets. Our average funding in our first two
budgets for growth areas is the same as in the
coalition’s first three budgets for the entire state. We are
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also tackling the pressures in the inner city. We are
building the Ferrars Street Primary School and the
Prahran High School, and we are tackling enrolment
pressures at Richmond High School, South Melbourne
Park Primary School, the Footscray learning precinct,
Beaumaris High School and others. Ferrars Street
Primary School, Richmond High School and Prahran
High School are particularly interesting because they
are what known as ‘vertical schools’. They are
inner-city schools on smaller parcels of land, so you
have got to build the schools vertically. You have got to
provide for open space, both for recreation and open
learning spaces for students. It is a quite interesting
design but very expensive; Ferrars Street is costing
$44 million and Richmond High School, $43 million.
I talked earlier today about the Victorian School
Building Authority, so in the time I have remaining I
will not talk about that. We are also providing an
additional $92 million to establish 10 cutting-edge tech
schools at TAFEs and universities across Victoria and
over $63 million to buy more modern relocatable
classrooms. We inherited an absolute mess. Because of
the lack of investment in upgrading or building new
schools there was a 500 per cent increase in the
movement of relocatable classrooms. Many relocatable
classrooms, possibly in your community, Acting
Speaker, were taken out and put into growth areas to
cater for enrolment pressures. The purchasing of
modern relocatable classrooms through this budget and
the last budget hopefully will alleviate much of that
pressure. There is $50 million for new shared facilities,
a $28 million dedicated asbestos removal program and
$16 million for the new School Pride and Sports Fund.
We are trying to get ahead of the game, so $12 million
will go towards planning and designing 35 schools.
In terms of regional Victoria there is a great story to
tell, with 60 regional school projects. The budget
invests $221 million, and in terms of the number of
projects and the quantum of funding, there is well over
40 per cent being invested in regional Victoria, and I
am really proud of that.
In the last minute and a half I will turn to my local
community and my local electorate. In terms of
schools, for Mooroolbark East Primary School, a
fantastic school, there is $2.4 million to complete its
upgrade and modernisation. There is an exciting project
with Upwey High School, one of the 35 projects I
talked about, for planning and design. We are looking
at a true community partnership between local
basketball clubs and the fantastic volleyball program
that the school has, so we are planning for an additional
two courts to make it a four-court facility, plus a new
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dedicated home for the Dandenong Ranges Music
Council.
Outside of education, there is $400 000 to acquire land
to extend the habitat reserve for the helmeted
honeyeater, our state bird emblem and a gorgeous little
thing. I am officially the patron, which I am really
proud of. I was involved in the last handheld release of
the helmeted honeyeater. That was quite special as
well. We need to purchase more land and make sure
that we have great habitat for it. There is $10 million
for the Maroondah breast cancer centre at Maroondah
Hospital, which is also fantastic. I am really proud of
this budget, particularly in education.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I have sat here
listening to the education minister say he is proud of the
budget. Well, I have to say that I am pretty disappointed
with the budget.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McCURDY — Those opposite may be
surprised! It is a major disappointment that was handed
down recently, because the Premier would say things
like, ‘We govern for all Victoria’. What he meant was,
‘I govern for all Victoria, provided you live in
metropolitan Melbourne’, as he has demonstrated
absolute disrespect for regional Victoria yet again and
members of the government have ignored country
communities, where 25 per cent of Victoria’s
population live — 25 per cent, and he has just
completely ignored us.
Those opposite gloated about a $2.9 billion surplus. If
there is such a surplus, how about handing a bit of
money out to regional Victoria? The tax revenue that
are generated in regional Victoria all comes down to
Melbourne; we send it to the Andrews Labor
government, but we are getting nothing in return. When
I say nothing, the Ovens Valley did get a commitment
for an overtaking lane. The only thing that is overtaking
us is the United Firefighters Union at the moment.
This government ignores regional Victoria. It is grateful
for the increased cash flow, the broken promises and
the higher taxes that the Premier has spoken about, and
he certainly has tried to disguise his carbon tax, which
again will hurt all Victorians. This government denies
that the royalties for brown coal have gone up threefold.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Mr McCURDY — That is not 10 per cent or 25 per
cent; that is 300 per cent. Is it any wonder people do not
trust Labor? Expenditure have gone up in the budget,
which is understandable, but it has not gone up for
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police or infrastructure, and it certainly has not gone up
for TAFE.
Ms Ryan interjected.
Mr McCURDY — In fact I think enrolments are
down. Clearly the extra cash has gone to the
government’s union mates to pay off the firefighters
while at the same time they single-handedly try to
dismember the Country Fire Authority (CFA). The
Premier said that he would not merge the CFA and the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade boards. Well, you do not
need to merge the boards when the Premier is
orchestrating a hostile takeover.
The Ovens Valley electorate — from Cobram,
Yarrawonga and Katamatite in the west, through to the
beautiful Myrtleford, Whitfield and Bright in the east of
the Ovens Valley and with Wangaratta in the heart —
needs a train that is reliable and simply gets passengers
from A to B with no fuss, no worry, just a train. The
north-east line needs rolling stock. We have trains and
carriages, but those trains and carriages make Puffing
Billy look like a modern train. The community joined
hands and said, ‘The single most important thing that
we need in our electorate, in our community in the
north-east, is a new reliable train’.
Even Jaclyn Symes, a member for Northern Victoria
Region in the upper house, agreed. She built hope in
our communities, and then our hopes were dashed.
What did we get? We got a new carriage. Hey, hey! A
new carriage. I note that the Premier and the Minister
for Public Transport spent $1.3 billion in regional
Victoria — there was $700 million from the sale of the
port of Melbourne — but they failed country Victoria.
All we got was a carriage. How will a carriage make
our train more reliable? I just do not get it. Those
opposite can lie and cheat their way into government,
but actions speak louder than words, and their actions
are deplorable. I get a text every time a train is
unreliable in my community, and I get nearly one a day
saying that there has been a train fault and all the other
reasons. As I have said all along, it is not the train’s
fault; it is the government’s fault.
The government has stripped millions out of the roads
budget, and roads in country Victoria are deteriorating.
The road toll has gone up, but the government still
ignores our transport needs — ignores 25 per cent of
Victorians. It is like having four children and loving
three of them but choosing to ignore one. It is as if you
allowed three of your children to be educated but
ignored one. Would that be okay? If you allowed health
benefits for three and ignored one of them, would you
be a failure as a parent? The government continues to
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abuse one-quarter of the family that is Victoria. The
government claims it stands up against family violence
and for fairness and equity, yet it singles out part of this
family — 25 per cent of Victoria, regional Victoria —
and this borders on child abuse. The government has
betrayed regional Victoria.
Then there is the education state that we just heard
about from the Minister for Education. It is just a
slogan. Let us look at the Ovens Valley as far as the
education state goes and the education spend there.
There is not one cent — not one cent — for a new
school upgrade in the Ovens Valley. There is no land
for the Wangaratta District Specialist School, no
support for the Appin Park Primary School in
Wangaratta and no money for Yarrawonga or Cobram
schools. Clearly the government has turned its back on
our schools.
In the area of health funding, Wangaratta so desperately
needs $8 million to $10 million to continue its growth.
Northeast Health Wangaratta services a geographic area
nearly the size of Tasmania — Mansfield, Mount
Hotham, Benalla, Cobram, Yarrawonga, Myrtleford —
but there is no money for Wangaratta hospital.
Northeast Health was ignored, and Wangaratta is the
town in which the Premier grew up. It surprises me.
All of the smaller health services — Alpine Health at
Yarrawonga and Cobram District Health; the list goes
on — do an amazing job to service our communities
and tourists who visit our towns. The government did
not deliver; it simply does not care. The government
will gladly spend time dismantling the CFA — in the
middle of winter, of course, when the threat of fire is
much lower. The real effects of the government’s
witch-hunt are disgraceful, including this hostile
takeover, and they are going to hurt most when the fire
season hits back in the summertime.
As I said, it is like removing the organs of one of your
children, one-quarter of your family, but the problem is
that the child is not sick. The government is taking all
the wealth from one and giving it to the other three. I
think the government has underestimated its own
family, because not only does the child from the bush
have a good influence on the rest of the community but
I think government members will get a backlash sooner
rather than later. People will slap government members
when they least expect it. The member for Macedon
will find that out in due course — possibly at the next
election.
I simply cannot believe the broken promises of no new
or higher taxes. The government increased taxes by
$3.7 billion. Land tax is up 27 per cent since 2014. The
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fire services levy is up 15 per cent, and there is still no
jobs plan for country Victoria. Where is the jobs plan
that the government spoke about?
The hypocrisy of this government! It increased power
costs through the carbon tax, and then once the price of
power had gone up, turned around and banned firewood
collection. As for the Treasurer, he is the Treasurer for
metropolitan Melbourne, not the Victorian Treasurer.
As I said, the education state is a myth. The TAFE
crisis is a lie. Even David Copperfield and Houdini
could learn a few tricks from this Melbourne
city-centric government.
I want to touch on a few comments from the member
for Mordialloc, who spoke in the debate earlier and is in
the chamber. I was quite impressed because he was
accurate.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McCURDY — He is not here; he heard I was
going to speak about him and obviously he has left. He
said that nothing says more about a government than its
budget. He is spot on; I agree 100 per cent. In the
Ovens Valley there are no new dollars for schools, no
new dollars for health, no new trains and no new drug
rehabilitation centre. He is absolutely correct. He said
that this is a true Labor budget. I could not agree more;
it is a true Labor budget. It ignores country
communities like the Ovens Valley, yet all the while we
are paying the higher fire services levy to pay for the
United Firefighters Union demands, and my
constituents — the good people of the Ovens Valley —
are not happy. They are not happy that their fire
services levy has gone up — a levy that is paying those
who bullied and harassed good people at polling booths
in 2014.
A member for Northern Victoria Region, Jaclyn Symes,
said her no. 1 priority was new trains for north-east
Victoria. What a cruel hoax that turned out to be! While
the government ignores Wangaratta, what is the point in
a $2.9 billion surplus? You can talk about a plan for this
and a plan for that, but what about really delivering?
The further you live from Spring Street, the less you
get — there is no doubt about that, and that has been
proved in this budget. To add insult to injury, the
government started meddling in the affairs of the
Country Fire Authority. The government needs to stay
out of it because it simply cannot be trusted.
I want to touch on the dairy industry in the few minutes
I have left. We know there is a dairy industry crisis at
the moment. Again this government has not delivered
where it should. There have been small contributions,
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with another one yesterday. The federal government
has come out with a $600 million package, but we are
still waiting for this government to throw some support
to the dairy farmers of not just the Ovens Valley but
those supplying the Cobram plant, the Rochester plant
and those in Maffra and Leongatha — the main Murray
Goulburn plants; there is also one down in the western
district — and all the Fonterra supporters and suppliers.
We are waiting for this government to come good with
something. It came good with $4.5 million. That is a
drop in the ocean. That is about $1100 per farm. That
will not even buy a truckload of hay. It is disappointing,
but there is still time left. On the allocation of money
yesterday — the headline that read ‘$11.something
million’ — over half of that came from industry; from
Murray Goulburn, Dairy Australia and the Gardiner
Foundation. Although we certainly need support, that
does not go anywhere near far enough.
The dairy industry is not just in the Ovens Valley, as I
said earlier. It is in Orbost, Maffra, Cobden,
Warrnambool, Fish Creek, Leongatha, Cobram and
Corryong — it is right across Victoria. Dairy farmers
are on their knees at the moment and feeling the pain as
the new opening prices will affect all dairy farmers, not
just Murray Goulburn and Fonterra suppliers. Then we
learnt that 9 per cent has been cut from the agricultural
output budget just when we needed help. Again it is
very disappointing. The whole time this budget rewards
metropolitan Melbourne at the expense of regional
Victoria. We deserve more. It is not just the Ovens
Valley; it is the electorates of Euroa, Lowan and
Mildura — all of our other communities — that deserve
better.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — It is a
pleasure to rise and speak on the 2016–17 budget
through the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016
debate. I will first touch on some aggregates, because I
think it is important to put in context the scale of
activity within Victoria. The total expenses for the
general government sector for 2016–17 is $57.5 billion.
The government infrastructure investment is
$7.5 billion. This has been achieved during a period
when the net result from transactions for 2016–17 will
be a surplus of $2.9 billion. The estimated net result for
transactions for 2017–18, 2018–19 and 2019–20 are
surpluses of $1.8 billion, $2.1 billion and $2.5 billion
respectively.
This has been achieved at a time when net debt at the
end of the estimates period in 2017–18 is estimated to
be $22.2 billion, which is less than the revised period of
2015–16 of $22.5 billion and less than the 2014–15
actual figure of $22.3 billion. Debt as a proportion of
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gross state product (GSP) for the period 2015–16 is
6.2 per cent of GSP, which is estimated to fall in
2019–20 to 4.8 per cent of GSP. These are very strong
aggregates. The aggregate numbers within the budget
reflect the strong financial management which has been
undertaken. I pay my respect and give praise to the
Treasurer, the member who sits two seats down from
me. I work very closely with him. His work has given
Victoria a very solid financial foundation for the future,
and I think that should be acknowledged in this debate.
Before getting on to the various portfolios, I note that I
had the great honour of having a number of areas of
public policy within my direct responsibility in the
lead-up to the budget and responsibilities for bringing
forward budget bids and other procedural issues in
relation to corrections, policing, multicultural affairs
and finance. Although the portfolio of finance contains
very large areas of expenditure, most of those areas of
expenditure exist outside the appropriation process in
relation particularly to the public financial corporations
that the government has and the superannuation funds.
I will touch upon my local area because the greatest
responsibility we all have in this place is to do justice to
those good people who elect us each election. The
budget is an expression of how we seek to represent our
community and constituents. I am lucky enough to
represent the good seat of Preston. I reside in Reservoir,
pretty well smack bang in the middle of my electorate,
and it is a fabulous community. It is a community of
people who work hard and contribute. It is a very
diverse community. It is a reflection of our great
multicultural society.
I am pleased to be building on the work of last year’s
budget, which made extraordinarily significant
investments in my electorate, particularly in relation to
level crossings. Anyone who lives in the Reservoir area
is painfully aware of the need for the Reservoir railway
crossing to be addressed, and the Labor government is
in fact addressing that issue. That investment will make
a huge difference to the community in which I live,
which is a particularly divided community between east
and west Reservoir. There is a significant distance
between the areas you can travel from east to west in
the Reservoir area. That railway crossing particularly
has been long identified by organisations such as the
RACV as an area needing significant works, so that is
something that is very dear to my heart.
There was also in the previous budget funding for local
schools, particularly William Ruthven Secondary
College. There was a $10 million investment to rebuild
that secondary college, which is something that is of
great value. There was also the study into the
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establishment of future educational uses for the Preston
Girls Secondary College site. These were fantastic
investments, and building upon those investments
locally this budget makes further investments in
education.
There is a $2 million investment in the Northern
College of the Arts and Technology, often colloquially
referred to as NCAT. This will improve the buildings at
that particular facility. This facility, as members may or
may not be aware, is referred to traditionally as
Northlands Secondary College, which was closed by
the Kennett government. It had to be reopened after a
very controversial and hard-fought community
campaign. This is a school that has a very proud record
of innovation and providing vocational education in
particular, not just to students from that school but also
to students from surrounding schools through the
fantastic work it does in vocational education. The extra
funding will find a very worthy home.
There is funding for planning at Reservoir East Primary
School. This is to undertake the planning works
necessary to upgrade and modernise the school
buildings. This is the first step in needed works at
Reservoir East Primary School, a school with a
fantastic commitment to social justice. There is a really
wonderful group of teachers and parents there in an
area of my electorate which is not the richest area, in
old-fashioned terms, but it has a very proud community
and very dedicated parents and students working hard
to improve educational outcomes at that particular
school.
I could go through a whole series of issues in relation to
other, more general investments which will benefit my
community, but I will touch only upon a couple. One is
the funding for the expansion of the Regent railway
station car park and the upgrade there. That will provide
a very worthwhile and needed upgrade to car parking
spaces, which will benefit commuters. Regent station
sits between Preston and Reservoir stations. It is used
by a lot of commuters, particularly those who work in
the city. Parking is always in significant demand.
I will touch upon my portfolio areas before perhaps,
depending on time, returning to the electorate which I
am lucky enough to represent. As the Acting Minister
for Police I had the responsibility of bringing forward
budget bids and participating in the budget process, and
I am very gratified to see the significant investment in
public safety in this budget. There is a $596 million
public safety package, and I would like to pay tribute to
those members of the police force who do so much to
protect the Victorian community. The budget includes
funding for 300 police to be deployed to the front line
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by the Chief Commissioner of Police, a further
106 specialist police officers and 52 support personnel.
Mr Katos — When? Tell us when.
Mr SCOTT — I am not going to respond to
interjections because that is disorderly. I am no longer
responsible, but on the training of police in the first
year, from my memory of it, around 240 sworn officers
would be trained.
But we should understand that there are 30 new officers
and 2 support personnel for the anti-gang and illicit
trafficking teams, and 40 new public order response
team officers and 4 support personnel to increase
capacity to rapidly respond to instances involving
hostile crowds. There are 20 new special operations
group officers to increase the capacity of Victoria
Police to respond to high-risk incidents, including
terrorist incidents, and we should note the great work
that Victoria Police does in protecting our community
from those dangerous individuals in our society who
are led astray by those who seek to radicalise members
of our community.
There are 26 new specialist police and support
personnel to operate the new 24/7 Victoria Police
monitoring assessment centre. There are 24 additional
forensic officers and staff for two new forensic hubs
that will be set up in regional areas to enable police to
fast-track investigations into ice and other trafficking.
There are 10 new fingerprint experts, technicians and
support staff. They will play a really important role in
ensuring that offenders are appropriately dealt with by
the police, and there is other — mobile — technology.
I will touch upon the technology because this is
particularly important to police and to the community.
Victoria Police has very antiquated technical systems;
in fact it is one of the few organisations that regularly
has to use fax machines. There is literally a room full of
fax machines at police headquarters that requires time
to be wasted where police return to the station and then
have to write reports and send those reports off. Those
are transcribed into the police IT system. This can lead
to delays of literally days. The investment in
technology will allow modern tablets to be available to
police. That is being utilised in other jurisdictions, and
this will allow for a significant saving of time. It will
allow, from an estimate based on a study in New
Zealand, about half an hour of time to be saved per
8-hour shift, which is a more effective utilisation of
time. That is equivalent to, the estimate is, around
500 effective full-time police officers for Victoria
Police. So there is a very significant change and
improvement. There are a range of others, but because
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of the time I will try to touch upon some other portfolio
areas.
There is also investment in police infrastructure and
police stations. There is a very significant $404 million
budget investment for Corrections Victoria, including
$84 million to respond to the recommendations set out
in the Harper review. I could spend 15 minutes
discussing that issue alone. It is a very important area of
public policy, but that is a very important response to
those tragic circumstances and issues that have arisen in
relation to the management of serious sex offenders.
There are future issues and work has been undertaken,
and the Harper review touches upon it, about dealing
with the most dangerous violent offenders who may not
be sex offenders.
There is also a very significant expansion of
community correctional services with $233.4 million in
funding to provide for the expansion and reform of
community corrections, managing growth in this
particular area, so there will be an expansion in
community corrections staff to provide senior case
managers to manage high-risk offenders and to meet
the growth in the number of offenders in orders.
In the limited time that I have left I will touch upon my
multicultural affairs policy area. Multicultural affairs is
a particularly important aspect of not only the Victorian
government but also the Victorian community, and I
commend all members across the chamber for their
non-partisan support for our multicultural and diverse
society. I have attended many functions with members
from across the political spectrum. It is important that
in Victoria we have such strong non-partisan support
for diversity in our society and we regard people and
value them by their character, not their background.
This budget significantly boosts multicultural affairs
portfolio spending. In the 2016–17 financial year it is
$46.8 million compared to the 2015–16 budget of
$29.2 million. This was in 2015–16 an increase on the
previous budget. I do not state that as a criticism of the
former government, because I think the former
government contributed significantly to the
development of multicultural affairs, but we have
chosen as a government to invest further resources.
The particular investments in the budget that I will refer
to include investments of $18 million towards better
coordination and support for refugees and asylum
seekers, and an additional $6.3 million over two years
towards family violence in diverse communities. It is
worth noting that in other areas and other portfolios
there is investment in services which will be of
significant benefit to our diverse communities,
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particularly to facilitate economic inclusion and access
to services. There is within the jobs area and the
whole-of-government initiatives around jobs specific
funding that will benefit our diverse communities in the
educational area. The Minister for Education mentioned
the funding for community languages schools. That is
very important, and I pay tribute to Stefan Romaniw,
who has been a champion of community languages
schools. He is not someone traditionally associated with
this side of politics. He is someone who has served the
Victorian community well particularly in that area but
also in his work more generally in multicultural affairs.
There is also funding for English as a second language.
I really want to touch upon this in the education
portfolio because there is very strong evidence that
there is a direct correlation between English proficiency
and capacity to participate fully in the society,
particularly economically and particularly in the labour
market. Extra funding for English as a second language
in terms of secondary schools is very important in
ensuring that there is fair access to opportunities within
society. This is a really important part not just of seeing
multiculturalism as a stand-alone within the
multicultural affairs portfolio but there being a
whole-of-government approach to multicultural affairs,
which I think is a hallmark of this government and a
significant improvement, building on the good work, I
would say, that has been done previously in this
particular area.
This is a strong budget, a budget that both meets the
financial tests but also provides a significant expansion
of services and also significant expansion of the
resources to be provided to keep our community safe. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise to speak on
the Appropriation (2016–2017) Bill 2016. This is a
very disappointing budget for the electorate of South
Barwon. South Barwon has the second largest growth
area in the state in Armstrong Creek, which is an area
that will see some 22 000 houses built and
55 000 people move in over the next 20 to 25 years.
The electorate has at the moment, when I last looked,
approximately 50 469 voters, so it has already
experienced growth of over 5000 people since the last
election. If I speak about what South Barwon received,
this will be quite a short speech, so obviously I am
going to have to speak about what we have not received
and what the electorate needs.
One thing the government has committed to — it was
an election commitment — is the Armstrong Creek
West primary school, which is to be located in the
Villawood development approximately where the old
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Grovedale airport used to be. The government
committed to buy land and build a school at Sovereign
Drive. There was a commitment this year to buy the
land, so the land was bought out of the fund that was
allocated to greater Geelong; it was a bucket of money,
so until we see press releases, we do not know.
However, there is no money for planning for the school
to be built, there is no funding in the budget to construct
the school, but interestingly, a member for Western
Victoria Region in the other place, Ms Tierney, was
quoted in the Surf Coast Times of 5 May:
Member for western Victoria Gayle Tierney said the school
was expected to open in about 18 months and would be a
welcome addition to the development.

If there is no money to build the school in this year’s
budget and no planning money, how is the school going
to be opened within 18 months when there is no
funding to actually build the school? Eighteen months
would be the start of the 2018 school year. We all know
that schools take at least 12 months to build. How is
this going to happen? Can any members of the
government explain how the school will be built and
operational for 2018? If Ms Tierney could clarify that
too, that would be excellent.
The other problem we have with the Armstrong Creek
West school is that Mount Duneed Regional Primary
School, which is just up the road, has very old facilities
with only one permanent building. Every building is a
portable, including even the Building the Education
Revolution (BER) program building which is
considered a portable BER building.
The school enrolment is approaching 300 students.
Julie Makin is the principal there and does a terrific job.
The problem is that the government is not talking to
them. They would like to relocate to the new site,
which is logical because the new Armstrong Creek
West site is within sight of the current school. They are
being given no clarity; they have not been told
anything. If they are going to build the Armstrong
Creek West school, then logically you would move that
school across. Members of the school community are
happy with that but no-one is speaking to them, which
is quite amazing.
The only real infrastructure that is being funded this
year is at Grovedale College, which matches a coalition
commitment to expand the school. That is taking all the
growth pressure from Armstrong Creek at the moment.
The coalition had the foresight to purchase a primary
school, secondary school and special school site in
Armstrong Creek East. We also in the 2014–15 budget
funded a special school and a primary school at
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Armstrong Creek East, which the current government
says will be open in 2018.
Everything else now is just planning money; everything
else is talk now. There is no actual other physical
infrastructure being built. There is $4 million for the
planning work to extend Baanip Boulevard — what
was formerly known as section 4C of the Geelong Ring
Road — across to Bellarine. The interesting thing there
is that VicRoads has said it is going to be an arterial
road to connect across the Barwon River to the eastern
suburbs of Geelong. Unfortunately the Minister for
Police, who is the member for Bellarine, wants a
freeway built there, against the wishes of the residents.
She put that on the record in this house when she raised
with the previous Minister for Roads, Terry Mulder, a
matter in an adjournment debate. We will wait and see
what happens there. There is also planning work for the
duplication of the Barwon Heads Road. VicRoads has
already done work around that. We know how much it
will cost. It is a $200 million to $250 million project to
duplicate the road from Breakwater Road through to
Armstrong Creek — through to Reserve Road and then
on to Boundary Road to the Armstrong Creek
development. There is a lot of talk.
Then there is the planning work for the duplication of
the rail line from South Geelong to Waurn Ponds. That
is a project that involves approximately 10 to
11 kilometres of track. It would involve five grade
separations to accomplish that. It is needed to increase
the capacity of rail but given this government’s history
of building elevated rail or sky rail, I am just waiting for
that to come now. All that track is built at grade through
the suburbs of Marshall and particularly in
Grovedale — and even in South Geelong, crossing the
Geelong electorate, where the duplication would start.
While I welcome the planning work and the increased
capacity, the minister needs to guarantee that there will
be no sky rail. People will not want sky rail built
through those suburbs, destroying the local residential
amenity.
Looking at Torquay, it has for two years running
received no infrastructure funding whatsoever in the
state budget. It is extremely disappointing to have no
money whatsoever for Torquay. Although it does not
have the same growth capacity that Armstrong Creek
does, it still has significant growth occurring. The Jan
Juc Surf Life Saving Club has missed out again, even
though Life Saving Victoria had indicated to it that it
was going to get $1.5 million in the budget. Now we
have the blame game. The minister is saying, ‘No, Life
Saving Victoria didn’t put you as a priority’ and Life
Saving Victoria is saying it did put Jan Juc forward as a
priority. Someone is not telling the truth, either the
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minister or Life Saving Victoria, so it will be interesting
to see what happens there. Jan Juc needs a new
clubhouse. We made an election commitment to
provide funding to go towards that new clubhouse, but
unfortunately the government is playing games with
that funding now. We also have Torquay Surf
Lifesaving Club in need of renovations, with $750 000
needed there.
I have asked the minister on two occasions to visit
Bellbrae Primary School, and I have yet to get a
response from him. Bellbrae is a rural school with
approximately 460 students. It is on septic tanks and
does not have town water; it is on tank water. That
school was originally a small rural school and now it
has 460 students. Again, the growth of Torquay has
seen Bellbrae grow. It has very few permanent
buildings; most of the classrooms are portables. The
minister is not interested in coming to see that.
When you go to the Geelong end of the electorate, there
is no funding for Highton Primary School or Bellaire
Primary School, which is in Highton as well. Highton is
also experiencing growth in its western end. The only
work that is actually going on is at Montpellier, which
was funded by the coalition. That was in response to
growth, but we need more funding. The coalition did
commit to upgrading Highton and Bellaire primary
schools, but we have nothing from this government as
we speak.
I move to police and law and order. I found it
interesting that the member for Preston, who was the
Acting Minister for Police, stated that 240-odd officers
will be trained in the first year of the safety package,
listed under ‘Public Safety — Police Response’. The
chart headed ‘Output initiatives’ on page 97 of budget
paper 3 has details of that funding in the forward
estimates. Next year there is $47 million. There is
$112 million in the 2017–18 year, $113 million in the
2018–19 year and then $117 million in the 2019–20
year. That will provide for about 406 officers.
Interestingly, the former Minister for Police has said
that approximately 240 officers will be trained in the
first year. That is more than half of the officers, yet only
12 per cent of the funding is provided for in the next
financial year.
How are 240 officers going to be trained and put on the
beat with $47 million, which is only 12 per cent of the
funding? I find this absolutely extraordinary. It is
typical Labor: it promises everything. It put out this
nice press release, saying, ‘We’re going to give you
406 new police’, but when you go into the detail of the
budget papers, they reveal the truth. Most of those
police will not be on line until 2020, four years away.
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By then Victoria will have grown by another
400 000 people.
The area I represent, South Barwon — particularly the
suburbs of Highton and Wandana Heights and also the
Torquay township — is experiencing a huge growth in
crime. There are aggravated burglaries, burglaries and
car thefts. There are gangs of youths coming down
doing that. The police numbers are inadequate. Torquay
police station should be a 24-hour station. I actually
toured the station last Wednesday with the Leader of
the Opposition. When you walk into the station, you
see it is a great station. I give credit to the previous
Labor government for building that station, but there
are no police in it. We have got 11 officers on a roster
covering the whole of Torquay. There have been so
many instances when there has been no coverage. The
officers at that station are responsible for the Great
Ocean Road all the way to Lorne, so one divisional van
out on night shift is responsible for Torquay, Anglesea,
Aireys Inlet and then Lorne. It is a huge distance to
cover.
Waurn Ponds police station was built by the coalition
government as an election commitment that I made in
2010. It is a $15.6 million station in Rossack Drive and
also accommodates the new South Barwon State
Emergency Service unit, which was moved from
Mount Pleasant Road in Belmont. It is a fine facility,
but it is a station that can hold 32 officers and it has got
only 17 on its roster at the moment. Again, there is an
underinvestment in police, and we are starting to see the
effects of that. We have had two years of no investment
in additional police in our state, and I am certainly
seeing that in our local region.
That is what is on the minds of people in my electorate.
They are not happy about the lack of police. They are
not happy about being the targets of these gangs of
thugs who are coming down and breaking into their
homes and stealing their cars. Last week a police officer
recounted to me that they steal the cars and then they go
and do burnouts in front of the respective police
stations, knowing full well that they cannot be chased.
The police are hamstrung. The police do a terrific job
with what they have got, but we simply need more of
them, and this budget is nothing but a press release as
far as police go. The detail of the budget demonstrates
when the police will be coming on line, and the bulk of
the police will not be on line for at least two or three
years. The situation is already out of control, and it is
only getting worse.
I touched on Armstrong Creek before. In this budget
there is no funding for community infrastructure, no
funding for sporting infrastructure and no funding for
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road construction. Then there are the clubs in
Grovedale. Grovedale is copping a lot of the growth
pressure. There is the Grovedale football club, for
example. It is getting all the residents from Armstrong
Creek coming to it. The first port of call is that club.
The coalition made a commitment of $400 000 to
expand the club’s change rooms and build new visitors
rooms and also a new scoreboard. The Grovedale
football club is copping all the growth pressure, but
there is no money from this government for it.
It is the same with the Torquay netball club. Although
the government did, through a grant, fund the $100 000,
it needs $300 000. So we have another project sitting
there in limbo because it has not been adequately
funded by this government. I hear members on the
other side talk about the funding they are getting for
their growth areas. Well, I have the second-largest
growth area in the state within my electorate, and the
funding is simply not coming. It is not forthcoming
from this government.
That is a complete contrast to what we delivered in the
previous four years, whether it was for schools, with a
new secondary college for Torquay, Surf Coast
Secondary College, the Torquay kinder that was
upgraded, the Jan Juc kinder that was upgraded or the
Torquay Bowls Club that was upgraded. The Torquay
Surf Lifesaving Club received an upgrade, and the Surf
Coast Highway was rebuilt. That is because there is
growth. Also Pioneer Road has been upgraded, as has
the Waurn Ponds police station, as I mentioned earlier,
and the schools in Armstrong Creek. There is the
Mount Moriac Reserve upgrade out at Modewarre,
which is very important for that local country
community. But we are not getting enough.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — It is very
disappointing that the opposition cannot acknowledge
that this is one of the best state budgets there has been
for many, many years. We hear a lot of complaining
about how there is no money being spent on this or that,
but let me talk about the Thomastown electorate and
people living in the north who were actually punished
for living in the north by the previous state Liberal
government.
In the full four years that that government was in power
the people who lived in the Thomastown electorate
received, I think it was, tens of thousands of dollars to
plan a continuation of Edgars Road. This is in an
electorate that is part of one of the fastest growing areas
in the state. Thousands of families are moving into the
area monthly, and the services are so stretched that it is
acknowledged by everybody all over the place —
whether it is the council, whether it is academics,
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whether it is town planners — that this area is far
behind in terms of infrastructure in comparison to the
growing populations that are moving into the area. It
was a great relief — and those people that I have
spoken to living in the Thomastown electorate are so
pleased with the fact — that the state government is
now looking at what is going on in the north and is
starting to provide the very important infrastructure and
other programs, because it is not just about bricks and
mortar, that people in the area really need.
I just want to go through a couple of those things. For
example, there is the ongoing commitment to the
O’Herns Road interchange onto the Hume Freeway to
try to get rid of some of the absolutely terrible
congestion. When I was driving down High Street
around the Findon Road roundabout near the Epping
Country Fire Authority brigade, which is a great
organisation — I was there on the Saturday afternoon
just gone — the traffic was bumper to bumper going
back for kilometres. This is what people have to endure
not just in peak hour but on your normal slow traffic
days, such as on a Saturday afternoon. Of course the
O’Herns Road duplication and connection to the Hume
Freeway will take a lot of that traffic off Epping Road
so that it can be used for local purposes rather than for
commuting into town or to the west for work.
The only problem or hold-up with the O’Herns Road
interchange is that we do need approval from the
federal government. While there were early indications
from the current federal Liberal government that it
would look at supporting this project — because when
it comes to business cases I think it has a figure of
something like 9 out of 10 in terms of need and
economic advantage — and it would provide the
approval and the funding to do its part of the national
roadway, there is no commitment as yet. So this thing is
stalling. In the meantime people continue to be caught
in huge traffic jams, and they are getting angrier and
angrier and losing so much valuable time that they
would otherwise have with their families. People are
going to work much earlier and getting home later to
avoid the congestion. On this project, because Labor
knows that it is such a massively needed project, we are
hoping to get on with some of the pre-construction
work in the next few weeks. I see the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety is in the chamber, and of course
he will be coming down to celebrate when that begins
in the very near future.
Another important project involves the budget
allocation of $12 million to build — last budget it was
for buying the land; now it is for building — the new
Edgars Creek Secondary School in Wollert, which
again is in the new growth area part of the electorate
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and is again so needed. At the moment people are
having to travel on the congested roads into the older
established areas of Thomastown and Lalor to allow
their children to go to secondary school. One student
told me a 2-kilometre trip for him takes 40 minutes in
the bus because of the traffic in the area. Now of course
some of the schools are having to impose caps on
themselves because they are at capacity and families
have to be within the zone. Up in those newer areas it is
very difficult for them. So the school is more good
news for those people living in the electorate of
Thomastown.
There was also — and this was not just for people
living in the electorate of Thomastown but across the
board — the fantastic announcement about cutting
those terrible waiting lists that people are left to
languish on when they are in need of what is called
elective surgery but in actual fact is really surgery
which may not be for conditions that are life
threatening but is often surgery that is needed to
alleviate pain or to correct very debilitating injuries and
illnesses. It is great to see that the Andrews Labor
government is putting over $300 million into cutting
those waiting lists. That will be of great assistance to
those people who live in the Thomastown electorate. I
know from when I have gone around talking to people
about this that they see this as such an incredibly good
step forward in making sure that we cut those lists
down.
The Northern Hospital of course is under a great strain
because of the increasing population, but what it is
looking at, in terms of getting some of this money to get
people in for surgeries that are required, is building a
new theatre in Broadmeadows as part of the Northern
Health system as well as upgrading the theatres and
increasing the number of beds in the Northern Hospital
itself. It is something that really could change people’s
lives and help people in terms of their daily living to
live pain free by not having to wait and languish on
waiting lists when they really need operations.
There has also been considerable other money put into
education in the budget in terms of maintenance for a
number of schools. There is also planning money for
the sports hall at the Lalor Gardens Primary School.
The Minister for Education visited Lalor Gardens
school earlier in the year, before the budget, and he was
warmly greeted. It was great to see the students using
all different mediums — whether it was media or
multimedia, or whether it was booklets, whether it was
essays, or whether it was projects and paintings and
drawings — to show how important it was for them to
have a school hall. The minister listened to those
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students and has provided the money to plan for the
sports hall over the next 12 months.
Another really great thing in terms of education is
Baltara School. This is a school that provides education
and support for children at other schools that may have
some challenging behaviours as a result of all sorts of
things that they might be having difficulty learning. The
school enables children from other schools in the area
to undertake a 12-week program in order to assist them
to better cope with and work within the education
system. At the moment the school occupies a wing of
Thomastown East Primary School, which is another
great school that has received quite a bit of money to
maintain and refurbish its buildings. It was quite
run-down and had very poor security, so it is great that
we have been able to announce that there is going to be
money to upgrade and modernise Baltara School to
make it fit for purpose for those children who need a
better space for learning.
The minister has been out to the school to look at what
is required. He was also told about some of the great
initiatives that the school is looking at; for example, an
outreach program where instead of children coming to
Baltara School it would provide professional
development and support for teachers in the student’s
original school. This would mean that the learning can
happen there and the student would be provided with
support in their original school rather than having to
leave and suffer disruption.
This is something that people in the area look at and
say, ‘Hey, at last we have a state government that is
listening to us, that respects us and that understands that
we deserve as much as anybody else’. When things fall
behind and when the population warrants it there need
to be more resources put into the area to make sure that
people there have what everybody in other parts of the
state has. That is definitely what is going on in the
Thomastown electorate at the moment.
Another great initiative is the funds for the growth
areas. This is a combined effort between the local
council and the state government that provides money
for joint projects. The Epping Community Services
Hub has been announced, which is an initiative
between the Whittlesea City Council and the state
government. It is going to allow for a whole lot of new
services to come into the area. Under the umbrella of
the Brotherhood of St Laurence it is going to provide a
whole suite of services to support families in the
northern suburbs, whether it is counselling, whether it is
child services or whether it is parent education
programs. They will be all under one roof so that
people can come to the one area rather than having to
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move around from one place to another. It will have
case management and will provide all the services and
things people need in one area.
This shows what partnerships can do when local
government and state government work together. It
would be good to see — it has not happened yet — a
situation where those partnerships extended to operate
between the federal and state governments in the
provision of important infrastructure and support for
those families and residents who live in the northern
suburbs.
We also know that the Mernda rail extension is about to
begin. That is on the train line that goes through
Thomastown. Looking outside the boundaries of
Thomastown there are a whole lot of other things that
really help citizens and people living in the northern
suburbs, including the Melbourne Metro rail project.
This is a project that people know is going to make
public transport better for the future, not just within the
city loop but for all those suburban trains.
People in these new areas would like to see a North
Epping rail line built. This line would branch off Lalor
station. There is nothing under consideration at the
moment, but of course it cannot be done until there is a
proper upgrade of the city loop. The metro rail tunnel
will provide that modernisation so that if the North
Epping rail line is required down the track, it will be
able to be done because the infrastructure of the metro
tunnel will allow for extra capacity and more trains
coming from more places. That will provide a further
argument as to why the North Epping rail ought to be
developed and built.
There has also been great news in terms of the ongoing
recurrent funding of the bus services that have been
provided in the area so that people can actually get
around much better than they were able to under the
previous government, when there were something like
two very limited bus services. We now have a number
of bus services that go all the way up to the new growth
areas, right up to Wollert. Obviously it was very
difficult for them to get around, and I have received a
number of thankyou cards from mostly older people
saying how much their lives have been improved by a
better bus service. It allows them to be more mobile, to
get around the community and to not have to rely on
family to pick them up and drive them to do shopping.
These are things they can now do themselves. That is
the sort of stuff that this budget has done for people in
the Thomastown electorate.
The budget provides the infrastructure that is needed for
new and younger families for education but also
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supports older members of the community to better
engage within the area. It allows them to contribute to
the area and makes sure that they can get around and
are not isolated at home. As I said, I have had many
residents tell me that they have been very pleased with
the state government budget, and they are looking
forward to the next one.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Unfortunately the budget
is a typical Labor budget. It is high taxing, high
spending and high borrowing with low results. I said
similar about the 2010 budget, and unfortunately it is
happening again now. If we look at state taxes and we
compare them to what was expected to be the level of
state taxes in the pre-election budget update (PEBU)
that was prepared by the Department of Treasury and
Finance ahead of the last election and look at the
expectations then and the figures now, we see what a
huge increase there has been. PEBU projected state
taxes for 2016–17 to be $19.7 billion. Now in this
budget we see them at $21.6 billion, which is an
increase of 9.8 per cent, or $1.9 billion, on the level of
taxes that were expected at the time the coalition
government left office.
You get a similar conclusion if you look at taxes as a
percentage of gross state product. In the pre-election
budget update it was expected that in 2016–17 taxes as
a percentage of gross state product would be 4.8 per
cent. In the current budget the figure is 5.4 per cent.
That is despite the improvement to the budget in GST
and other grants revenue coming from the
commonwealth, which are up $1.5 billion, or 5.8 per
cent, in 2016–17 compared with what was expected in
PEBU. So it is not as though the government is falling
on hard times and revenue from other sources is drying
up. It is adding its tax increases on top of the additional
revenue that is coming to it from GST and other
commonwealth sources. Of course these tax increases
are being imposed on the backs of Victorian
homebuyers, businesses and jobs.
Over two years we have seen an increase in successive
budgets in the fire services levy of over 14 per cent. In
this budget we have got a tripling of the electricity
tax — the brown coal royalty. We are slugging foreign
buyers with an extra 7 per cent stamp duty and an extra
1.5 per cent land tax on top of what any other purchaser
would pay. In total we have got taxes up by 20.7 per
cent over the two years from 2014–15 to 2016–17.
Compounding that of course we have got the
foreshadowing of extra tolls on CityLink users. There
will be 10 more years of tolls for roads that many
CityLink users from the eastern suburbs, south-eastern
suburbs and northern suburbs are seldom going to be
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using. It is going to be of little benefit to them. In a
situation where there is — —
Mr Donnellan interjected.
Mr CLARK — The Minister for Roads and Road
Safety interjects and talks about Tullamarine. The point
is that the new road that he is building, the western
distributor, is one that all of those motorists are unlikely
to use, and yet they are to be slugged with 10-plus years
of extra tolls under the policy of this government.
Let us look at spending. For 2016–17 PEBU projected
that spending would be at $53.7 billion. Now it is
$57.5 billion, an increase of 7 per cent, or $3.8 billion,
on what spending was expected to be under the
coalition. A significant part of that is employee
expenses, which in the pre-election budget update were
projected at $20.1 billion for 2016–17 and are now at
$21.3 billion, an increase of 6 per cent, or $1.2 billion,
on what they were expected to be at the time the
coalition government left office.
As part of that we have got a substantial number of
significant wage increases that have been agreed to
under this government for which the government has
not been prepared to provide proper explanations to the
community. The community is still looking for
explanations of exactly what the cost to the budget is
going to be of enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA)
outcomes such as for police, paramedics, public
servants and nurses. For some reason the government
does not seem to want to disclose the full cost of those
EBAs or how that cost has been arrived at. All workers
are entitled to fair and reasonable wage rises for the
work that they do, but the size of a worker’s pay rise
should not depend on how much support their union
gave to the Labor Party at the last state election.
On top of these public sector EBAs of course we have
seen the Minister for Public Transport coercing Metro
and Yarra Trams into giving massive pay increases to
the Rail, Tram and Bus Union — increases which are
either going to flow through to higher public transport
fares or to higher levels of taxpayer subsidy required for
public transport or to both of those.
So Labor has been very poor at ensuring that
expenditure increases are responsible and affordable
and that they are well directed to the areas to which
they should be directed. When we look at the quality of
the services that are being achieved, despite these huge
increases in spending, we see that, sadly, they are
failing. We have seen cuts to the numbers of frontline
police in police stations. The government has failed to
provide the Victorian community with the police
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numbers that it needs, and unfortunately the community
is paying the price, with soaring levels of crime,
particularly youth gang crime. Alongside the
inadequate police numbers we are seeing closures of
police stations, regardless of the incorrect claims to the
contrary by the new Minister for Police.
We are seeing cuts to TAFE enrolments. TAFE was an
area where, in opposition, the Labor Party claimed
there was a crisis that it was going to fix. But what do
we see under the Labor Party? There are 40 000 fewer
young Victorians in TAFE under the Labor government
than under the previous coalition government.
The government is struggling to deliver on its promise
to reduce hospital waiting lists. We are seeing the
government spending a lot of money to put its mates on
the payroll throughout the public service, but it is
failing to deliver the services that the community is
entitled to expect. At the same time as the government
can find $10 million to provide to Trades Hall for
renovations, it cannot even find $300 000 for the state’s
contribution to the National Motor Vehicle Theft
Reduction Council, which is performing valuable work
in trying to provide remedies to tackle the soaring levels
of car theft in this state.
When we look at what the government is actually doing
with all the additional spending, we see that it is falling
far short of what it should be doing. Then, apart from
these failures in service delivery and cuts and
deficiencies to date, we see the government just making
arbitrary cuts to various departments’ budgets, with
little explanation whatsoever. If one looks, for example,
at page 118 of budget paper 3 — on service delivery —
you see that the government is budgeting for what it
refers to as savings and efficiencies in the Department
of Justice and Regulation and refers to department
expenditure reductions.
The explanation of how these savings are going to be
achieved is that:
The Department of Justice and Regulation will reduce its
operating expenditure, including through opportunities to
streamline administrative functions and deliver additional
procurement savings.

So this very much runs the risk that having purportedly
handed additional funds to the Department of Justice
and Regulation on the one hand the government is
taking back a lot of that additional funding with the
other, and the important work of the Department of
Justice and Regulation in trying to keep the community
safe will be undermined as a result.
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Let us now look at the issue of infrastructure. The
government’s boasts of record infrastructure investment
are a charade. If you look at the figures under Labor for
government infrastructure investment from 2014–15
through to 2017–18, on the current budget the figures
are projected to fall from $26.8 billion over the four
years, as was estimated in the pre-election budget
update, down to just $24.3 billion in the budget papers.
So what we are in fact seeing is that on coming to office
the Labor government, far from providing record
infrastructure investment, slammed the brakes on the
coalition’s infrastructure investment. It tore up the
east–west link, it cancelled the Melbourne rail link, it
abandoned the airport rail link and now it is scrambling
to replace those projects with its western distributor,
with metro rail and with sky rail.
So Labor’s reported virtue, much trumpeted in the
budget papers, of accelerating infrastructure investment
for 2016–17 is in fact due to its destructive folly of
scrapping infrastructure that would otherwise have been
in the full swing of construction at this very moment
along with the jobs and the enthusiasm for the state that
would have gone with them. In short, Labor members
were driven by an obsession to leave nothing that could
be recognised as a coalition major project, and
Victorians are paying the price for the government
putting politics ahead of people, with a two-year hiatus
in investment and with inferior projects.
Labor’s spend on key projects is vastly inferior to the
projects that were identified by the coalition. Labor has
stripped back and cut corners on projects because Labor
members have overpromised and are under-delivering.
There are substandard specifications for the rail stations
on the new metro rail project; they are moving to metro
rail away from the Melbourne rail link; there is no
interchange at South Yarra, no airport rail link and no
provision for a train station at Fishermans Bend. Then
of course you have sky rail — that rushed, nasty and
cheap proposal that is going to inflict an eyesore on
Melbourne suburbs for generations to come. We have
the western distributor, a short-term stop-gap project.
Transurban saw a sucker coming and said to them,
‘Have we got a deal for you’, and the Victorian
community is going to pay the price.
The eastern suburbs of course are suffering in particular
because Labor neither understands nor cares about the
needs of Melbourne’s east. Across the suburbs in my
electorate of Box Hill there is not a single new project
in this budget. There is nothing for the Box Hill
transport interchange despite the government’s
promises of a ministerial advisory group; nothing for
Koonung Secondary College after the government
abandoned the $8.8 million the coalition government
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would have provided; similarly nothing for Box Hill
High School after Labor scrapped the $5 million the
coalition would have provided; and nothing for
Blackburn High School.
Last but certainly not least, we see the fact that in
relation to the Blackburn level crossing removal, which
was fully funded by the coalition government in its
2014 budget and which went out to expressions of
interest under the coalition government, the government
is short-changing the community of Blackburn in order
to scrape up money to pay for its other underfunded
projects. So we are getting no widening of the subway
at Blackburn station, leaving the community with an
inferior subway — narrow and cramped. The Labor
government is failing to open it up and to recognise the
advice of the government’s own architect that level
crossing removals need to be treated as a matter of
urban design and not just of transport, leaving the
community of Blackburn short-changed in order to
fund other projects. Hundreds of local residents have
signed petitions protesting against what the government
is doing, but the government is failing to listen.
What adds insult to injury in that regard is that at the
same time as the Labor government is failing to provide
the new infrastructure projects that are much needed by
our community — even in breach of its own promise to
provide funding to Box Hill High School and in stark
contrast to the provision that was made for the
community under the coalition government — it is
seeking to push increased population and increased
high density into our suburbs and to tear up the
protections for residential areas that were provided
under the coalition government.
That is a coordinated approach of both state and federal
Labor parties. Labor’s federal infrastructure spokesman
recently visited Box Hill and announced that a federal
Labor government would push for more population
growth in Box Hill and surrounding suburbs as part of
what he referred to as an urban renewal project to turn
Box Hill into a second CBD. At the same time the state
Labor government is moving to extend high-density
development zones and weaken residential height limit
protections right across Melbourne. We just cannot
afford to have federal and state Labor governments
ruining the eastern suburbs by pushing inappropriate
high-density developments into ordinary residential
streets, destroying neighbourhood amenity and quality
of life.
Whatever measure you look at, regrettably this budget
is a complete failure: high taxing, increasing burdens on
the community, poor results from its spending, high
borrowing and increasing debt.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Minister for Roads and Road Safety).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LIVESTOCK DISEASE CONTROL
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 March; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to speak on
behalf of the Liberal-Nationals coalition opposition on
the Livestock Disease Control Amendment Bill 2016.
This bill and the second-reading speech may not be
very large in number of pages, but they have some very
important content that protects an industry, particularly
the red meat industry, here in Australia.
The bill will do three things. Firstly, it will make the
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 consistent with the
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 in relation to
publication orders. Full publication will be required
rather than just notice of the making of a declaration.
This amendment will apply where there are
declarations of unusual circumstances of disease or
death in livestock and will relate to declarations of an
infected area or vehicle, a control area or an importation
order. Full publication is already a prevailing
requirement under the Subordinate Legislation Act, but
this amendment to the Livestock Disease Control Act
will remove any apparent inconsistencies.
Secondly, the bill replaces section 8A of the Livestock
Disease Control Act with a new section with common
requirements for vendor declarations for the
transportation of cattle, sheep, goats and pigs. That will
now be set out in the act instead of in regulation. The
department advised at the briefing that the proposed
section 8A substitution will not materially alter current
vendor declaration requirements.
Lastly, the bill makes some alterations to section 41 of
the Livestock Disease Control Act which relate to the
prohibition of swill feeding. As the minister said in her
second-reading speech, the former government agreed
to recommendations made by the Animal Health
Committee, a national forum for state and territory
chief veterinary officers and the Australian government
chief veterinary officer, for the national harmonisation
of swill feeding legislation. Swill feeding of pigs with
material derived from mammals is well recognised as a
risk factor for the introduction of several emergency
animal diseases, including foot-and-mouth disease,
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classical swine fever and African swine fever, with the
potential for devastating impacts on Australia’s
livestock and related industries. The bill amends the
Livestock Disease Control Act, as I said, in order to
align the swill feeding provisions with the
recommendations of the Animal Health Committee.
I want to spend some time around the issue of the
biosecurity of our industries and, in this case, the red
meat industry, with the potential issues around
foot-and-mouth disease. For the benefit of those
members in the house who may not be aware of
foot-and-mouth disease, foot-and-mouth disease, or
hoof-and-mouth disease, is a fatal viral infection
disease that affects cloven-hoofed animals around the
world, including domestic and wild cloven-hoofed
animals. It has an incubation period of between 1 and
12 days and a high fever of probably 2 to 6 days for the
animal that is affected, which is then followed by
blisters inside the mouth and on the feet that may
rupture and cause lameness. It is probably the most
feared disease in the world when it comes to
cloven-hoofed animals. It can be spread by aerosols —
effectively in the air — or by contamination from farm
equipment, from clothing, from feed, and obviously by
domestic and wild animals and the predators on those
animals. Where there have been outbreaks of
foot-and-mouth in the past it has had major economic
and social impacts on the countries where it has
occurred.
When we talk about the likes of these diseases from a
Victorian point of view we are effectively talking about
protecting what is about a $2 billion a year export
industry. We export red meat around the world that is
worth about $2 billion to our markets here. If we had a
foot-and-mouth outbreak here, not only would it have a
huge cost within Australia but we would actually be
excluded from a lot of those export markets that we are
currently in, because we do have a market advantage in
quite a few countries because we have disease-free
status from diseases like foot-and-mouth disease.
To put this into some context, if we go back to 2001 in
the United Kingdom there was an outbreak of
foot-and-mouth disease on 19 February. That outbreak
ran until October 2001 before it was controlled. In that
particular case it was started by the swill feeding of
pigs. The particular gentleman, Bobby Waugh of
Pallion, was convicted of failing to inform authorities
of a notifiable disease, because he actually had
foot-and-mouth on his property and was later convicted
of feeding pigs with untreated waste.
We wonder about the consequences of what we do in
this house sometimes. There have been a number of
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changes over the years to restrict the swill feeding of
pigs, but now with the harmonisation of these rules
across the nation there is the opportunity to make sure
that we are even more vigilant about stopping these
sorts of things from happening in the future. This
particular gentleman fed this untreated waste to his pigs
and started this disease epidemic, and if you look at the
statistics across the UK and in Ireland and particularly
in Norway, you can see what devastation was caused to
the farming industries there. In the UK there were
approximately 2000 outbreaks of foot-and-mouth
disease on farms, and around 10 million sheep and
cattle were killed in the eventually successful attempt to
halt this disease. So 10 million sheep and cattle were
killed because one person did the wrong thing with
swill feeding pigs in 2001.
It is estimated that the crisis actually cost the British
economy £8 billion or AU$13 billion in costs to the
agriculture and supporting industries, as well as the
outdoor industries, over that time. Once this disease
outbreak happened, the counties where the disease was
present actually went into lockdown. There was no
movement of livestock; there was no movement of
people through those communities. I think people who
have heard the previous member for Benalla, Dr Bill
Sykes, who was a consulting vet at the time, speak in
this place will know he spent time in the UK actually
working on this outbreak. Bill always got emotional
when he talked about this issue, because he understood
the personal suffering that farmers went through, where
you had effectively generations of breeding wiped out
in a night when they went in to actually kill the
livestock. They had to be there on the property, and the
livestock had to be burnt.
The TV footage that came back from the UK at that
time was of a pall of smoke across the UK for weeks
and weeks on end, while something like 10 million
sheep and cattle were destroyed so the disease would
not spread any further. There was huge devastation in
the farming community, and it was devastating for
those families who were affected, for those people who
actually had to work with them through that time.
If you look at the wider impacts across that time, you
see the St Patrick’s Day festival in Ireland was
rescheduled for two months later because of the
foot-and-mouth outbreak. People were not able to travel
away from their homes into their communities to gather
together, because that would have been viewed as a
way of potentially spreading the disease further. If you
think about how precious St Patrick’s Day is to the
Irish, it is remarkable that the festival was put back two
months because of the foot-and-mouth outbreak at that
time.
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There were also going to be local elections at that time,
and in that year there was going to be a general election
in the UK. Again, local elections were put back for a
period of time because it was deemed inappropriate for
rural communities to come together to vote, given the
concern that the disease would be spread by people
going in to vote tramping through the same hall and
taking it back to their farms. For the first time since the
Second World War the general election in the UK was
held off as well. It was originally intended to be held on
2 April, but it was put back to 7 June, again because it
was considered too big a risk to hold a general election
and have people traversing the country and coming
together to vote and potentially spreading that disease.
All of that started with one person doing the wrong
thing — swill feeding some pigs. That is partly what
this legislation is for: to reinforce the situation here in
Australia so it does not happen in the future. Some of
the statistics around that are that in terms of the Scottish
economy, it is believed that the tourism industry for that
year lost somewhere between $200 million and
$250 million worth of gross revenue. People who
normally went to Scotland and traversed the Highlands
could no longer do that because of this outbreak.
Although this bill is not very voluminous in the number
of pages it contains or the number of clauses in it, the
impact that it will have in making sure that we keep our
biosecurity strong in this nation, particularly here in
Victoria, is very, very important. I think the thing to
bear in mind is that over time we need to be even more
vigilant. Given the number of people who come to
Australia now and the number of ways they can travel
here, we need to make sure we have good border
security from a biosecurity point of view so that people
do not bring those sorts of diseases here, let alone then
have them in swill feed that goes to pigs.
As part of that particular process there have been a
number of studies and a number of exercises done as to
what we would do in Australia if we did have a disease
outbreak of that kind and how quickly we could control
that. I think that is where there has been some concern
over time, and the ministerial council actually
commissioned Ken Matthews to compile a report,
which was called the Matthews report.
For those people who do not know, Ken Matthews was
the secretary of the federal Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry in Canberra for a number of
years and then moved on to be the Secretary of the
federal Department of Transport and Regional Services.
Ken did a very detailed study of whether Australia had
preparedness for a foot-and-mouth outbreak and how
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we could actually manage such an outbreak into the
future.
There are two of the recommendations that I wanted to
highlight in my contribution tonight. One of those,
number 4, was looking at the effectiveness of swill
feeding prohibitions, which we are dealing with in this
particular bill. The other issue concerned the
traceability arrangements in the sheep industry, and that
is where I would also like to spend a bit of time.
We talked about vendor declarations earlier. There are
some processes where there is a paper-based system
and a mob-based system that actually tracks sheep here
in Australia, and there is some conjecture as to how
effective that mob-based, paper-based system is. If you
look at the UK experience in 2001, there was the
outbreak of foot-and-mouth, as I have said, that was
started by swill feeding of pigs, but it was actually the
movement of sheep across the UK into Ireland and into
Norway that actually spread the disease. The incubation
period meant that there were sheep that were infected
that actually moved before the infection was noticed.
That meant that if you actually tracked the movement
from the original outbreak, these sheep crisscrossed the
UK into Ireland and Norway, and there was not good
traceability to actually know where those sheep had
gone for a period of time.
As I am told, at that particular time there was a
paper-based system in the UK, which was called a
sheep passport. There was an issue at the time that in
order for the farmers to receive some of the EU
subsidies, they had to prove that they had a certain
number of sheep on their properties at a certain time
when they were audited. Some farmers were sharing
sheep. They would have them on this property for a
period of time to get the subsidy, and then under the
cover of darkness they might move them to another
property to again receive the subsidies there, so sheep
were not always tracked well by that particular system
in the UK.
Following the foot-and-mouth outbreak there was a
major overhaul of how sheep were tracked so that if
there were another disease outbreak — and there was
another foot-and-mouth outbreak in the UK in 2007,
which was allegedly started by the escape of the disease
coming from a research facility — it would
becontrolled a lot more quickly because they had better
systems in place to do that.
The concern here in Australia is making sure we do
actually have a good traceability system, particularly
for sheep. We do have a very good traceability system
for cattle. Cattle are electronically tagged, and as they
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are bought and sold through the saleyards and moved
from properties, that is tracked. That system was
brought in probably 15 years ago and at the time was
very much a personal project of a gentleman called
John Wild, who was a former Victorian Farmers
Federation Livestock Group president and was
president of the Cattle Council of Australia at the time.
He put a lot of personal effort in, because farmers in
general are resistant to change, do not like new ideas
and do not necessarily like any additional cost to their
business, even if there can be demonstrable benefit at
the end of it. So John really drove that electronic
identification in cattle and made sure that that
happened.
But the same has not happened with sheep, and that is
where I come back to the Matthews report. The
Matthews report identifies that there are some concerns
about the traceability system for sheep here in Australia
and the need to have a better system. As I said, we do
have this paper-based and mob-based system where
stock agents are supposed to have the vendor
declarations from the farmers and have a mob-based
system that shows where the sheep have gone in the
future.
There was an exercise to test the system called sheep
catcher that looked at whether the system was actually
working. It depends what you look at when you do
these sorts of exercises. That exercise identified that the
paperwork was actually in the right place. The
paperwork was in the right spot, showing where the
sheep should be and what should happen. But when
you actually went back and did the audit of where the
paper said the sheep should be, it proved that the sheep
were not always in that particular place.
One of the things that was being discussed at the
ministerial council meetings when I was a minister, and
I understand it is still being discussed at ministerial
council meetings with Minister Pulford in the other
place — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time has
come for me to interrupt the proceedings of the house.
The honourable member will have the call next time
this matter is before the Parliament.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Beresford–Victoria roads, Lilydale
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The action I
seek is for VicRoads to install traffic lights at the
intersection of Beresford Road and Victoria Road in
Lilydale. The minister may not be familiar with this
particular intersection. However, responses to a recent
survey indicate significant concern about traffic
congestion affecting the ability of motorists to enter and
exit Beresford Road safely. In recent years population
growth in the area has increased the volume of cars
travelling through the area, which is a major alternate
thoroughfare for cars trying to avoid a choked
Maroondah Highway in Lilydale.
In the immediate vicinity we have a number of services
that are attracting greater numbers of vehicles to the
area. We have the Lilydale scout group, the Lilydale
cemetery, the Lilydale memorial crematorium, the
Gateway housing estate, Lilydale Heights College,
Lilydale West Primary School, tourist traffic from
Yarra Glen, and the Cave Hill Industrial Park. Under
normal circumstances just one or two of these
considerations would be enough to create traffic
headaches for locals. However, with eight major
contributors to traffic congestion all in very close
proximity to Beresford Road it is little wonder that
driving conditions are as difficult as they are. During
peak hour and school pick-up times it is almost
impossible to make a right-hand turn onto Victoria
Road as there is seldom a break in the traffic. As
anyone can imagine, this is becoming very frustrating
for motorists who are trapped on Beresford Road for
several minutes at a time. It can also encourage
risk-taking behaviour as people attempt to find a gap in
the traffic, merging by the barest of margins.
I ask the minister to direct VicRoads to investigate the
benefits of installing traffic signals at the intersection of
Beresford and Victoria roads in Lilydale to improve the
flow of traffic to accommodate our increasing
population and the increasing volume of traffic.

Monash Children’s Hospital
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education
and concerns the future Monash Children’s Hospital
school. The action I seek is that the minister join with
me in visiting the hardworking team that currently runs
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the vital Monash Health education program Stepping
Stones. This program was established nearly 20 years
ago at the Monash Medical Centre in Clayton and is run
through a partnership between Lyndale Secondary
College and Monash Health. Each year this fantastic
program provides much-needed support and assistance
to over 400 young people.
The program’s leading teacher, Wayne Smith, has been
relentlessly advocating for additional funding for this
program as well as the establishment of a standalone
school. I have previously joined with the minister in
meeting with Wayne and his outstanding team of
teachers to discuss their concerns and needs for the
future. Within its very first year in office Labor
commissioned a review to look at how students with
serious mental health conditions are supported and
whether the existing services are equitable, efficient and
effective.
This review found that there is a significant demand for
education services from students with serious medical
conditions, especially mental health conditions. On any
given day there are around 8600 students in hospital,
recovering at home or being treated by child and
adolescent health services. Around 2800 students, or
around 1 in 3, experiences a serious disruption to their
education. This may involve frequent or long-term
absences from any form of schooling. Of these
2800 students, only 1 in 7 received the support they
needed to stay engaged with their education.
We also found that there was significant inequity in
service provision, particularly between the Royal
Children’s Hospital and Monash Children’s Hospital.
That is why we have provided funding to establish the
Monash Children’s Hospital school, which is under
construction at Monash Children’s Hospital. This
school will provide education services to assist young
people with serious health conditions both while in
hospital and during their recovery at home. The school
is also aiming to provide vital educational services to
students, their families and their schools in rural and
regional Victoria.
We are getting on with ensuring that even our sickest
kids can still get an education and get on with their lives
once they are healthy enough to do so. I ask the
minister to join with me in visiting the hardworking
team that will make this a reality.

Fruit fly
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture, and the action I seek is
additional support for fruit fly control in the greater
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Sunraysia pest-free area. Successful control of this pest,
which is of concern to fruitgrowers in northern
Victoria, relies on strong and successful partnerships
between horticulturalists and the three levels of
government — local, state and federal.
There are three crops that are affected by fruit fly, being
citrus, stone fruit and table grapes. Growers are
members of the fruit fly control committee, which I
have mentioned before, and they are in charge of the
frontline programs. The local government is responsible
for feral, unkempt or unwanted trees, and local by-laws
use carrot and stick methods to have these feral trees
either removed or controlled. The state government is
responsible for the monitoring grid, the industry levy
structure and providing departmental advice. The
federal government works on the market access
protocols and advanced research into sterile insect
technology.
It is worthwhile talking about the life cycle of the fruit
fly for a moment to identify who acts in what areas.
The fertile female fruit fly lays its eggs in the fruit. The
egg hatches a grub, and after a few days the grub falls
with the fruit to the ground, where it pupates, emerges a
little time later, becomes an adult and then seeks to
mate. There are a number of interventions that can be
made in this cycle. Firstly, a female fruit fly only mates
once. However, as a result of that one mating, within
seven life cycles or generations you can go from 1 fruit
fly to 1 million fruit flies. The female is clever. It mates
once and stores the male sperm to use later during its
life cycle. Using sterile insect technology at this stage to
make the female sterile will break the cycle. Secondly,
because they need protein to become sexually active,
you can put protein baits out that interrupt the life cycle,
and you can also use pheromone traps to attract and
destroy the males. A saturated trapping grid is also
important.
Each level of government has a different role to play.
Now that we have everyone on board with this, much
needs to be done. The industry is now working
together, and further investment is needed. I ask the
minister to fund a successful mass trapping exercise in
Mildura. The industry is contributing its own money,
and we need a little more help from the Minister for
Agriculture to allow mass trapping to occur across
Mildura to deal with this insect that threatens our
economy.

Gap Road–Horne Street, Sunbury
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — My matter for the
adjournment debate is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The action I seek is for the minister to
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urgently commit funding for a solution for the Gap
Road and Horne Street roundabout in Sunbury. As the
house would be aware, I have raised this issue a number
of times with the minister. Sunbury is a growing
community, and with this growth come of course new
jobs, new opportunities and more people to fill our
shops, cafes and local businesses. The key to growth, I
believe, is making sure it is sustainable and ensuring
that infrastructure keeps up with demand. The Gap
Road and Horne Street roundabout is an example of a
local pressure point that needs an urgent funding fix.
Due to its proximity to the train line and the high use
from local traffic, which we have seen increase over a
number of years, this roundabout experiences
significant congestion, especially in the morning and
afternoon peaks.
The Hume City Council does consider it a priority
project. The intersection was ranked 8th worst in the
2014 RACV Redspot Survey, up from 10th place in
2012. There have been seven recorded casualty crashes
in the last five-year period. I do consider this a very
important project for Sunbury. I note that for four years
under the previous government, despite the tireless
advocacy from the former member for Macedon,
nothing was done. Tonight I call on the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety to urgently fund a solution for
the Gap Road and Horne Street intersection.

National Heavy Vehicle Regulator
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and the
action I seek is that he take action to address the
unworkable process for over-dimensional (OD) permit
allocation that was introduced by the National Heavy
Vehicle Regulator (NHVR) and supported by
VicRoads.
The NHVR was established during the term of the
previous government specifically to improve
harmonisation of the regulation of the heavy vehicle
industry between the states and territories. Part of that
process also transferred the responsibility for
over-dimensional permit allocations to the NHVR
based in Brisbane. Very quickly the system went into
meltdown and the over-dimensional permit application
process became inoperable. The former Minister for
Roads, Terry Mulder, acted quickly to address the
problem. He ordered the return of the over-dimensional
application process back to VicRoads in Victoria.
The over-dimensional transport operators have to have
a timely permit application process so they can respond
to requests from their customers in a timely manner. It
is my understanding that the Andrews government has

Wednesday, 25 May 2016

returned the issuing of OD permits to the NHVR, and
once again the system is failing the industry. When
VicRoads was dealing with over-dimensional permits it
worked off a list of local government-approved roads
and could issue a permit for 12 months for
over-dimensional vehicle movement on these routes.
The current system does not refer to this pre-approved
local road network, and every individual movement of
an OD vehicle must have its own permit, adding huge
cost and delay to the industry and its customers.
Added to this problem is the fact that the OD permit
applications must be directed to the NHVR, which then
refers them to VicRoads for approval, which then refers
them back to the relevant local government shire
council, which then refers the application back to
VicRoads, which then refers it back to the NHVR. As
you can imagine, this process takes weeks, not days,
and the industry, both transport and those relying on the
over-dimensional machinery movements, have to suffer
significant delays and costs.
I call on the minister to urgently review the process for
the issuing of over-dimensional permits and insist that
the NHVR establish a one-stop shop for the processing
of applications based on a pre-approved local road
network within local government areas and an arterial
network with VicRoads, enabling a specified maximum
turnaround time for processing of no more than two
days.

Bundoora electorate employment
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Industry and
Employment. The specific action I seek from the
minister is that he visit a number of employers in my
electorate of Bundoora to discuss ways to generate jobs
and growth in the northern suburbs. My electorate
contains a mix of organisations, including small,
medium and large businesses and also some large
institutions like La Trobe University’s Bundoora
campus and RMIT University’s Bundoora campus.
There is a range of industries, from new technology
right through to traditional manufacturing.
I have previously had the pleasure of having the
Premier, then the opposition leader, and also the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade visit
a manufacturing facility in my electorate, PWB
Anchor, which is the producer of arguably the best
quality chain in the Southern Hemisphere. It competes
against cheaper imports from other countries, but
despite those threats, that company is continuing on and
looking to grow its business. It would be great if the
minister were able to visit that company and the many
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local workers from my electorate who work at that
plant.

often ends up with transport times that are significantly
worse than before the road was actually built.

Also the government has released its food and fibre
sector strategy. I would love the minister to, if possible,
discuss ways in which we can take advantage of that in
the northern suburbs of Melbourne and understand the
importance of agriculture and the food and fibre sector
strategy, and of course food manufacturing is a key part
of the strategy. It is a key part of the future economy of
the northern suburbs of Melbourne, potentially
providing jobs for many people dislocated from the
downturn in other traditional manufacturing industries.

Take, for example, a city like Los Angeles, which has
been on a roadbuilding spree for many, many decades.
Los Angeles is now one of the top three most
gridlocked cities in the United States, despite all of
these new roads. Mammoth road projects simply trap
commuters into a negative feedback loop. They are
short sighted and ineffective, and this is not the path for
a livable Melbourne. Instead commuters are crying out
for more public transport options.

Some of those people have training and skills in
processes around manufacturing, so with La Trobe and
RMIT both having a significant investment in food
development at each of their campuses in Bundoora
and of course with all those other advantages in the
northern suburbs around food and fibre and food and
beverage manufacturing, it would be great if the
minister were able to come out and talk about the ways
the Future Industries Fund might be useful in the
northern suburbs of Melbourne. This will mean
potential growth in jobs and in economic activity in the
northern suburbs, so it would be great if the minister
could come out and discuss it with those key
employers.

Western distributor

The City of Melbourne’s recent report on the western
distributor says that the project is at odds with council’s
plans for transport into the city, that it will move
significantly fewer people than a public transport option
would and that it will result in significantly more cars
on the roads around North and West Melbourne,
Carlton and Parkville. This is on top of the other
negative effects of the road, such as the creation of
demand for car parking and storage in the city, public
amenity and safety concerns due to the increased
number of cars, excess traffic noise and undermining
conditions for walking and cycling in the areas around
the road. I have asked the minister to detail his reasons
for pouring cash into this project instead of into a public
transport solution, and I ask him to meet with the
residents who will be directly affected by this poor
decision.

Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I
ask the minister to come and meet with residents in
North Melbourne, West Melbourne, Carlton and
Parkville about the increase in traffic that the western
distributor will bring their neighbourhoods. The City of
Melbourne recently released a report showing that the
western distributor will funnel significant amounts of
traffic into the CBD, creating a nightmare for local
residents and for commuters. The report calls the
western distributor for what it is: ‘a significant
opportunity cost’ given that ‘it is not clear that a
freeway with connections to the central city is the
highest priority transport project’ for Melbourne.

Ms WARD (Eltham) — My adjournment matter is
directed to the Minister for Education. The action I seek
is for the minister to come to Eltham High School and
see firsthand the plans the school has for a new sports
precinct. I thank the minister and the Treasurer for
recognising the importance of investing in a new sports
precinct at Eltham High School. The local community
has been very grateful for the funding of the planning of
this project being provided in this year’s state budget.
This is a fantastic opportunity to not only improve
sports facilities at Eltham High School but also create
facilities that can be used by the broader community.

The age-old response to population growth of just
building more roads is not the right solution for
Melbourne, and this is not just because this road will
physically direct more cars directly into the CBD; it is
because building these types of roads encourages more
motorists onto the road in the first place. As I hope the
minister would know, building more roads leads to
induced demand. They might initially reduce some
transport time, but this then increases the appeal of
driving, encouraging more drivers onto the road. It

Eltham High School has a long history of community
sporting partnerships, including a very successful
partnership with the Eltham Wildcats Basketball Club.
This successful relationship has allowed for the
extraordinary growth in basketball in my area, which
includes the addition over time of a basketball court at
Montmorency South Primary School and courts at
Montmorency Secondary College. Many local clubs are
eager to be involved in this exciting project, including
the Eltham Junior Football Club, the Eltham Cricket

Eltham High School
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Club and the Eltham Rugby Club. There is also interest
from local schools such as Eltham Primary School and
Eltham East Primary School. This is a great project, and
I encourage the minister to visit the wonderful Eltham
High School and speak with the school and local clubs
and learn more about this terrific project.

Police resources
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My adjournment matter
tonight is directed to the Minister for Police. The action
I seek is that she secure the allocation of additional
resources to ensure the police station at Creswick has
increased hours and police, including a permanently
stationed officer residing in the existing police house.
Creswick is experiencing a very troubling crime wave.
Residents are feeling increasingly unsafe, even in their
own homes. Many have contacted me about this, and
tomorrow the Parliament will consider a petition
containing hundreds of signatures calling for additional
police resources in Creswick.
Today I received yet another contact from a Creswick
local pleading for help. Mr Richard Taylor asked me to
bring the situation to the attention of the minister, and I
am happy to oblige through this adjournment matter.
Mr Taylor writes:
There simply does not seem to be any police presence now
overnight between 5.00 p.m. until 9.00 a.m. the next morning
and rarely at weekends or even some weekdays. I live close to
the Creswick police station and have a fairly good idea of
when the place is staffed and a police car parked outside. I am
sure the criminal element are fully aware it is open slather for
them after hours in Creswick with little chance of being
caught. Also I believe it is very rare for a patrol car from
Ballarat to do the occasional overnight patrol of our Creswick
streets.

The Ballarat Courier today carries yet another story of
rampant crime in Creswick. Yesterday the local
FoodWorks supermarket was the focus. The Courier
article says:
Disguised thieves rammed a silver vehicle into a shop and
took off with a large number of cigarettes, police say.
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the chamber, and he and I have repeatedly called for
this. Ararat is a start; now we need Maryborough.

Ivanhoe public housing tenants
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing. The action I seek is for the minister to
investigate concerns raised by residents in Hawker
Street, Ivanhoe, in relation to a public housing tenancy
and whether those tenants are abiding by tenancy
agreements.
I refer to an article which appears in this week’s
Heidelberg Leader with the headline ‘Tenants from
hell — Residents say they are living in fear’, and I
quote:
Distraught residents in an Ivanhoe street say they are being
terrorised by public housing tenants who regularly abuse and
threaten them.
One man said he had been threatened with a wheel brace and
his son nearly run over by a monkey bike, while a tenant
allegedly indecently exposed himself to another child.
They say despite taking out an intervention order, making
hundreds of 000 calls and numerous complaints to authorities,
nothing had been done to evict the tenants.
The Hawker St house from hell is well known to police,
Banyule Council and the Department of Health and Human
Services, which has now tried to arrange a ‘mediation’
session between residents and the tenants, who have lived
there for more than a decade. But in emails sighted by Leader
residents told the department they were not prepared to
‘negotiate with criminals’.
Nearby resident Ricc Germano said he had taken out an
intervention order against one of the men at the house and had
had enough of the intimidating behaviour to both children and
adults.
‘People have been told “we’ll burn your house down”, “we’re
going to get you”, “we know where you live”‘, he said.
Mr Germano said both his primary school-aged children had
been harassed, and his son sworn at.

The people of Creswick need better police, they need
more police and they need them soon.

Can I just say that in Ivanhoe I represent many public
housing tenants, particularly in West Heidelberg, in the
3081 postcode. I support and respect public housing
tenants and the contribution they make to the
community, but everybody who is a tenant in public
housing, every person in our community and every
citizen has rights and responsibilities to adhere to and to
meet.

I notice that the Attorney-General is at the table, and I
am pleased the government has recognised resources
are needed to upgrade the courts in Ripon. The shadow
Attorney-General, the member for Hawthorn, is also in

I have many people who queue up looking for
somewhere to live in my electorate — people who have
nowhere to live, nowhere to go — and who would
desperately love the opportunity to have

Police are searching for a silver vehicle …
The owner of the FoodWorks store woke up to find the front
of his shop destroyed — with shattered glass scattered around
the entrance and windows badly smashed.
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government-supported housing, taxpayer-funded
housing. They would love to have that opportunity. If
people do not respect that opportunity and do not make
the most of it, then the full force of the legislation and
the law should be meted out to those people.
I can tell you, Deputy Speaker, that there are very many
people who queue in my electorate office every day
desperate for somewhere to live, desperate for
opportunities to house their kids, their families. They
should be afforded that opportunity to contribute to the
community and to love thy neighbour in the Ivanhoe
electorate. If people do not respect that opportunity,
then they need to be dealt with and dealt with firmly. I
expect a full investigation of these matters, and the
residents of Ivanhoe to be treated with the respect that
everyone in the community deserves.

Responses
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The member
for Evelyn raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety regarding traffic lights at Beresford
Road and Victoria Road, Lilydale.
The member for Narre Warren South raised a matter for
the Minister for Education regarding a visit to the
Monash Children’s Hospital school.
The member for Mildura raised a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture regarding additional support
for fruit fly control in Sunraysia.
The member for Sunbury raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety regarding funding
for a solution at Gap Road and Horne Street, Sunbury.
The member for Narracan raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety regarding
over-dimensional heavy vehicle permit allocation.
The member for Bundoora raised a matter for the
Minister for Industry and Employment regarding a visit
to employers in his electorate.
The member for Melbourne raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety about a meeting
with residents in her electorate.
The member for Eltham raised a matter for the Minister
for Education regarding a visit to Eltham High School.
The member for Ripon raised a matter for the Minister
for Police regarding resources at Creswick.
The member for Ivanhoe raised a matter for the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing regarding
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concerns about public housing tenants in Hawker
Street, Ivanhoe.
I will pass all those matters on to the relevant ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.24 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

NATIONAL SORRY DAY
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there is no obligation for medical professionals to
facilitate the provision of access to appropriate services
such as pregnancy support, counselling, housing, mental
health and other such services for pregnant women
experiencing physical or emotional distress.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support the Infant Viability Bill 2015
introduced by Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins in the Legislative
Council to rectify the problems with the current law outlined
above.

The SPEAKER — Order! Today is National Sorry
Day. It is a day to commemorate past injustices
perpetrated on Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples. It is a day to renew our commitment to
reconciliation with the first peoples of our state and our
nation. In honour of this day and all that it represents, I
repeat the words of the Victorian parliamentary apology
made on 17 September 1997:

By Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (2793 signatures) and
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (5842 signatures).

This house apologises to the Aboriginal people on behalf of
all Victorians for the past policies under which Aboriginal
children were removed from their families and expresses deep
regret at the hurt and distress this has caused and reaffirms its
support for reconciliation between all Australians.

The petition of the residents of Polwarth in Victoria draws the
attention of the house to the dangerous intersection of
Armstrong Street and Murray Street in Colac. The petitioners
therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
support the installation of traffic lights at that intersection.

RESIGNATION OF LEGISLATIVE
COUNCIL MEMBER
Mr Drum
The SPEAKER — Order! I have received the
following letter from the Governor, dated 25 May,
addressed to me:
I write to advise that I have received the resignation of the
Honourable Damian Drum, member for Northern Victoria
Region in the Legislative Council.
Accordingly, I enclose the relevant message to you as
Speaker of the Legislative Assembly.

Armstrong–Murray streets, Colac
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

By Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (2658 signatures).

Christmas carols in schools
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Ripon electorate draws to the
attention of the house that the government has imposed the
ban on singing traditional Christmas carols in Victorian
government schools.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses this decision and allows students attending
government schools to sing traditional Christmas carols.

By Ms STALEY (Ripon) (12 signatures).

I have written to the President of the Legislative Council in
like terms and have also advised the Premier of this
correspondence.

Police resources
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Abortion legislation
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of concerned residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that because of the abortion legislation
passed in Victoria in 2008:
abortions are allowed to be performed up to the point of
birth
babies in the womb who have reached the age of
viability and older are being aborted
it is not necessary for medical care to be provided to
babies who have survived an abortion.

The petition of residents in the Ripon electorate calls on the
Legislative Assembly to note that:
there are no longer any police officers stationed
permanently in Creswick.
Creswick is experiencing a spate of car thefts and car
torching and other crime.
We therefore call on the Daniel Andrews Labor government
to ensure Creswick returns to having permanently stationed
police officers, including an officer living in the existing
police house.

By Ms STALEY (Ripon) (250 signatures).
Tabled.
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Polwarth be considered next day on
motion of Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Ripon be considered next day on
motion of Ms STALEY (Ripon).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Polwarth be considered next day on
motion of Mr HODGETT (Croydon).

FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Abuse in disability services
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) presented report,
together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be published.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Technical and Further Education Institutes: 2015 Audit
Snapshot — Ordered to be published
Universities: 2015 Audit Snapshot — Ordered to be
published
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Order under s 17B
granting a licence over Lower Reserve
Ombudsman — Investigation into public transport fare
evasion enforcement — Ordered to be published
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 44, 46

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:
That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow
each member to speak on the motion in relation to the
2016–17 budget papers for a maximum of 15 minutes.

Motion agreed to.
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Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 7 June
2016.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — The Country Fire
Authority (CFA) in Victoria is extraordinary. Some
60 000 volunteers dedicate an enormous amount of
time in the protection of not only their community but
also many others around the state. Members and
brigades are incensed by the disrespect shown to them
by the Premier through his push for an agreement that
would hand the United Firefighters Union (UFU)
sweeping power over volunteer fire brigades. This is a
long-held political agenda. An article in the Healesville
Mountain Views Mail in September 1982 stated that the
Healesville council was strongly opposed to the
amalgamation of the CFA and the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade.
Our CFA needs to be saved from this Labor Premier
and his union mates. There are non-negotiable clauses
being sought by the UFU which provide for the
removal or to diminish the ability of the chief officer to
allocate and deploy resources flexibly and with agility,
require the agreement of or provide veto to the UFU
over CFA management decisions and restrict or
negatively impact on volunteers and brigade
administrative support officers.

Upper Yarra Secondary College
Ms McLEISH — I recently attended Upper Yarra
Secondary College, where former student Georgia
Rokicki was awarded a prestigious MacPherson Smith
Rural Foundation Scholarship. The $45 000 scholarship
over three years is awarded to outstanding rural
students to help them pursue educational opportunities.
Georgia was an inspirational recipient. This was
evident in her speech to the current secondary school
students. I also had the opportunity to talk with this
year’s leaders, who were all equally inspired by
Georgia’s success, as was her mother Christine, who
was also in attendance. During her final years Georgia,
an A student, was subject to a number of challenges,
including the death of her father. Georgia stated that the
best thing she did was to put up her hand and ask for
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help. This was a very powerful message to the young
audience.

Ocean Grove Surf Life Saving Club
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — On
Saturday, 14 May, it was with pleasure that I attended
the Ocean Grove Surf Life Saving Club annual
presentation night. Ocean Grove is one of the busiest
beaches in Victoria over summer, when it is inundated
with thousands of locals and tourists alike — and of
course the club, through its full-time and volunteer
lifesavers, does a magnificent job, day in and day out,
protecting beachgoers. Currently I am working closely
with the club in having its clubrooms upgraded, a
project towards which this government has committed
more than $2.6 million. In addition, the club is looking
to build a new observation tower that I again fully
support, as it will, importantly, provide better line of
sight for lifesavers and closer direct communication
with the public. I thank and commend president Steve
Peatling and all those members of the Ocean Grove
Surf Life Saving Club, particularly the many young
members, for their ongoing commitment in fulfilling
their important duties over the summer.

Country Fire Authority Wallington brigade
Ms NEVILLE — On another matter, like the surf
clubs, our Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigades do a
superb job in protecting local communities, and the
Wallington CFA is one fine example. Therefore it was
with pleasure that last Sunday I handed over the keys of
a new tanker to brigade captain Craig Warren. The new
tanker carries up to five firefighters along with
equipment and can cover rugged terrain — firefighters
were able to use it in Wye River recently — due to its
4 x 4 handling. Importantly it incorporates spray
protection and fire curtains. The government
contributed $310 000 towards its acquisition, and the
local brigade raised $50 000. I thank all members of the
Wallington CFA for their work and ongoing
commitment in protecting people and property on the
Bellarine Peninsula.

Margaret Redmond
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — Congratulations
to Wangaratta’s Margaret Redmond, who received an
Outstanding Achievement award in this year’s Minister
for Health Volunteer Awards. Margaret has been
volunteering with Meals on Wheels for more than
40 years and has no plans to retire. She was one of just
16 health service volunteers from across the state to be
honoured with the award. Thank you, Margaret, for the
countless hours you have given to Meals on Wheels
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and the difference you have made to many people’s
lives.

Ovens Valley electorate volunteers
Mr McCURDY — It was an honour to be part of
the activities across the Ovens Valley electorate
recently that celebrated the contribution of our
volunteers. As we all know, volunteers are a vital part
of the fabric of our towns and communities, of all our
communities and particularly of those in the Ovens
Valley. Many of our clubs and organisations would
simply cease to exist without the ongoing efforts of
volunteers.
In the Ovens Valley electorate we have volunteers
freely giving of their time in a diversity of sectors,
including health and welfare, emergency services, arts
and culture, heritage, environment and conservation,
sport and recreation, education, overseas aid, religion,
animal welfare, human rights, and youth development.
Just a few examples locally are those who put
Wangaratta on the music map, volunteering at the jazz
festival, those who save lives collecting for the Royal
Children’s Hospital Appeal and those who help protect
our communities by joining the local Country Fire
Authority. On behalf of the Ovens Valley community, I
say thank you.

Appin Park Primary School
Mr McCURDY — It was great to be able to
participate in the Appin Park Primary School bike ride
again this year. The annual bike hike finished off the
school’s bike education program, and it was great to see
so many kids cycling safely, enjoying the great
outdoors and exercising. Students rode 60 kilometres
from Wangaratta to Greta, which was a great
achievement, while others took shorter courses towards
Glenrowan. Well done to principal Wendy Larcombe
and all involved.

Family violence
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — Our government has begun the
significant challenge of reforming our broken family
violence system following Australia’s first royal
commission. Yet we know that family violence is a
harm that transcends Victoria’s borders. Family
violence impacts every community and rightly has been
described as a national emergency. As highlighted by
the Royal Commission into Family Violence, the
commonwealth government holds considerable levers
that are necessary to reduce the harm of this violence,
one of which is family law. The commission heard of
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the fragmentation between state courts and the federal
family law courts, which has resulted in victims’
experience of family violence not being given sufficient
weight in family law matters, and has called on federal
and state governments to work together to implement a
range of practical reforms.
Rosie Batty is leading a campaign of her own. Her
five-step plan to reform family law needs the attention
of all parliamentarians, particularly those in Canberra.
Backed by over 90 family violence advocates and
organisations, Rosie Batty has called for the removal of
the right of alleged abusers to cross-examine their
victims in family law disputes, for the courts to
consider any family violence history when considering
property settlements and for the need for specialist
family violence training for judges. In addition to more
legal support for victims, Rosie has called for support
for alternative conflict resolution models such as
mediation with specialist family violence workers.
Most importantly, the plan calls for a greater focus on
children’s safety and less on equal shared time when
considering custody matters.
I urge all members of the house and the community to
join Rosie’s campaign so that the safety of victims and
their children becomes everyone’s principal
consideration.

South Morang playground
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Suburban
Development) — I recently had the pleasure of
representing the Minister for Local Government to turn
the soil on a project for my local community. The
McMillan Run Park playground is an inclusive
nature-based play space for all ages within a new
housing development in South Morang.
What is particularly wonderful about this project is the
community input. We received a petition from the local
community highlighting the urgent need for this
important recreational and play asset for these children.
The Andrews Labor government responded, putting
$260 000 towards the project as part of the Interface
Growth Fund. The Andrews government recognises
that councils like Whittlesea are facing a number of
challenges, and this funding demonstrates our
commitment to the changing nature of diverse
communities living in some of Melbourne’s fastest
growing areas. Not only will the project provide space
for kids to play, but it will also be a safe social
gathering space for the local community, including
those members who experience mobility issues.
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The Interface Growth Fund targeted high-priority
projects like this that improve the amenity, livability
and resilience of communities living in Melbourne’s
outer suburbs. I am so pleased that this year’s budget
has a $50 million top-up in what is now called the
Growing Suburbs Fund. I congratulate
Minister Hutchins for shepherding that through the
budget process. I am very proud that this government is
supporting community connections, enhancing services
and providing local jobs. I want to thank the local
residents, Minister Hutchins and the City of Whittlesea
on this and other projects that have been funded
through the Interface Growth Fund.

Western Port basketball stadium
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — The Somerville and
surrounding community was devastated by the
destruction of the Western Port basketball stadium by a
fire that occurred at the Somerville Community and
Recreation Centre on 1 May. More than 50 firefighters
and 16 units battled the blaze, which began at around
7.30 a.m. The fire was well alight when Country Fire
Authority crews from Somerville and surrounding
brigades arrived. Little could be done to save the
stadium, which was so badly damaged that it had to be
demolished. The quick response and brave actions of
our local volunteer firefighters resulted in areas of the
attached administration building being saved. The
stadium was used by thousands of participants across a
range of sports each week. It was home to the Western
Port Steelers and hosted state-level basketball games.
Western Port townships are part of a broader tight-knit
and supportive community, and it was therefore not
surprising to learn that within hours of the stadium
being destroyed local community sporting groups had
donated enough courts and other facilities to house all
scheduled games. I have already met with the
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council, a range of
community groups and service providers, and local
community leaders to ascertain the wishes of the
community regarding the rebuilding of the stadium and
to ensure that, whatever the configuration of the
replacement facility, its construction is commenced as
quickly as possible.

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Mr BURGESS — On a number of occasions this
year I have written to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing on behalf of local constituents.
Not only have I not received proper responses, but I do
not receive copies of what has been said by the
minister. The minister needs to learn that there is an
accepted protocol that allows MPs to do their business
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at the local level. I call on the Premier to speak to the
minister and get him to follow proper protocol.

Les Hayes
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I rise today to pay
tribute to Leslie Thomas Hayes, who sadly passed away
on 28 April. Les Hayes was born in Port Melbourne on
27 November 1927 but spent most of his early life in
Pascoe Vale. He studied to be a youth leader, which
enabled him to open a boys club at his local church. He
moved out to Greensborough, buying a block of land in
1949 with his wife, Marg, in Stowe Avenue,
Greensborough. He went on to establish and run a
well-known dry-cleaning business in Greensborough
for many years. As a member of the local Methodist
Church, Les put his skills to work and started a boys
club there, which commenced on 2 July 1953. A typical
night at the club would consist of competitive games,
gymnasium, cross-country runs or swim nights.
Amongst other things, he also ran barbeques, pie nights
and camps.
In 2000 the club changed its name to the
Greensborough Uniting Church Primary Club and
welcomed girls to become a key part of the club. At this
time Les switched from teaching to serving as
secretary, and he retired from leadership in 2013. I
know how valuable the primary club was to local kids,
as two of my own children had great fun developing
gymnastic skills there and making new friends. Despite
not being members of the church congregation, our
family, like so many others, was warmly welcomed.
Les was a remarkable man with an amazing passion for
serving his community, marked by over 60 years of
running youth clubs. All who have been associated with
Les have appreciated his dedication and service to the
young people of his community. It is people like Les
who enrich our communities. Thank you, Les. You will
be greatly missed, but your work has made a real
difference in our local community.

Police resources
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — No-one in this
chamber can spread untruths and misinformation better
than the member for Bellarine. In question time
yesterday the minister said the following:
Can I say, I remember the commitment that the former
Liberal government made in 2010, then in opposition, when it
said, ‘Oh, we want to put 70 more police into Geelong’. You
know how many it did? None.

Well, as the saying goes, do not let the facts get in the
way of a good story. Here are the facts. In November
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2010 western region division 1, which covers Geelong
and the Surf Coast, had 345 police officers. In
November 2014 western region division 1 had
416 police officers. That is an increase of 71 officers.
By the minister’s very own words, the coalition actually
delivered on its commitment for 70 additional police
officers in the Geelong region.
Those on the opposite side of the house seem to think it
is a joke and laugh and snigger when the opposition
raises very serious issues about the lack of adequate
police numbers and increases in crime that are out of
control. The government just does not get it. People are
not feeling safe in their own homes. In my electorate of
South Barwon the Torquay and Waurn Ponds police
stations are substantially under-resourced. Burglaries of
homes and businesses are out of control, as are
aggravated burglaries, as well as thefts of motor
vehicles. These gangs are so brazen they steal motor
vehicles and then go and do burnouts outside several
police stations in Geelong, knowing that because of the
ridiculous no-pursuit policy they cannot be touched.

National Volunteer Week
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — From 9 to
15 May we celebrated National Volunteer Week to
acknowledge the generous contribution of Australia’s
volunteers. This year carried on the 2015 theme of Give
Happy, Live Happy, which explores mounting evidence
that volunteers live happier and healthier lives. As the
Parliamentary Secretary for Carers and Volunteers I am
very fortunate to meet frequently with dedicated
volunteers and volunteer-involving organisations. It
never ceases to amaze me how reliant we are as a
society on the efforts of volunteers across so many
sectors.
Volunteers strengthen our health services, they are at
the heart of our sporting clubs and they are the engine
of our emergency response to disasters that impact us
across all seasons, whether it be fire, flood or storm and
everything in between. Volunteers sustain our
community services, they support our children, they
care for our environment and they look after the most
vulnerable and marginalised in our communities.
National Volunteer Week was so big this year that its
events spread over two weeks. I was fortunate to
participate in volunteer recognition events at the Red
Cross in North Melbourne, at the City of Greater
Dandenong and at Laverton Community Integrated
Services. I also attended the launch of the HelpOUT
emergency volunteering program in Geelong with the
wonderful Craig Lapsley and others involved in
emergency management.
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pleased to see how much the students cared about our
local environment in their interesting displays on
habitat, air pollution and photosynthesis. There were
also some colourful projects about volcanoes.

I am very proud to chair the Ministerial Council for
Volunteers and to work with a strong team of people
who represent almost every corner of the volunteer
sector. Their insight and passion are second to none,
and as we have worked through the work plan for the
council and its subcommittees, I have been so
impressed by their commitment to improving
community and government understanding of the sector
and gaining greater support for volunteers across the
state and the organisations that both sustain them and
rely on them.

I would like to thank the students at Deer Park North
for inviting me to their showcase. In particular I thank
Grace, the year 6 student who took the time to email me
an invitation. I would also like to thank Kate Zemunic
and all the dedicated teaching staff at Deer Park North
Primary School who organised the showcase.

Dairy industry

Australian Multicultural Community Services

Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to speak on the
dairy crisis. Yesterday’s rally on the steps of Parliament
House was an opportunity for dairy farmers and their
supporters from across the state to express their anger,
frustration and distress about the current situation,
which has primarily been brought about by the sudden
drop in milk prices announced by Murray Goulburn,
followed by Fonterra, several weeks ago. Suppliers and
local communities are extremely disappointed in the
behaviour of these two companies in relying on the
clawback provisions in their supplier agreements to
ensure that the losses of the last year are visited home
directly to the dairy farmers. And indeed this is in
circumstances where most of the other companies
taking milk from our dairy farmers have chosen to
maintain their price through to the end of this financial
year.

Ms KAIROUZ — On another matter, earlier this
month I was delighted to attend the Australian
Multicultural Community Services (AMCS) women’s
leadership and empowering training program awards
ceremony, led by Madonna Awad. AMCS does a lot of
important work in communities in Melbourne’s west.
The women’s leadership and empowering training
program is a program that helps women from culturally
and linguistically diverse backgrounds to develop
leadership skills, enhance their employment
opportunities, get involved in short courses and
improve their English and computer skills. Programs
like this are so important to multicultural communities,
and I would like to thank AMCS for inviting me to this
important event.

Irrigators in the Goulburn-Murray region are also faced
with poor prospects for the opening of the irrigation
season, and the recent rains have done little to alleviate
concerns about water availability. I attended the
Farmpower meeting organised at Tongala last Thursday
night. Ian Reid of Reid Stockfeeds talked of the serious
impacts for his business and other businesses that
would need to have their bills paid to survive. Rural
financial counsellor Tom Chick urged farmers to take
stock of their own situation and to look out for
themselves, their neighbours and friends. Government
support packages will be welcomed, but there are many
questions that still need to be answered.

Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — The current
dairy price crisis has brought out the best and the worst
in Victorians and our agricultural and political leaders.
The devastating retrospective price cuts implemented
by Murray Goulburn and Fonterra will have a dramatic
impact on dairy farmers, towns and businesses in my
electorate. There is no doubt times will be very tough,
and it is right that both state and federal governments
provide support. The state government support is a step
in the right direction, but it should now be working
towards business relief for dairy farmers, and the most
immediate thing it could do is provide assistance with
paying council rates. A 50 per cent subsidy as the Labor
government did during the millennium drought would
be a good start. Yes, this will be costly, but the
government is boasting about its $2.9 billion surplus,
and rate relief would have a huge cash flow benefit for
dairy farmers.

Deer Park North Primary School
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — Last week I had the
pleasure of visiting the Deer Park North Primary
School showcase. The showcase was presented by
students in years 5 and 6 and focused on the science
experiments that the students had been doing at school.
It was wonderful to see so many different and
interesting experiments on display. There were model
houses, horticulture displays and biology projects. I was

Dairy industry

Like many others in this place I was happy to go out
and support the dairy farmers who marched on
Parliament yesterday but was dismayed at the quality,
tone and source of some of the speeches. The
organisers are misleading our dairy farmers with their
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misguided calls for a 50 cent levy on fresh milk
purchases or a floor price for milk. Just 10 per cent of
Victorian milk goes into the fresh market. The majority
is exported or goes to other products like cheese,
yoghurt and cream. And how would the proceeds be
distributed? For evidence of the folly of a floor price,
just google ‘wool floor price scheme’. Some of the
senators and would-be politicians who were allowed to
speak were disgraceful, blaming everyone and
everything except the real cause — a global dairy
market slump and Murray Goulburn and Fonterra —
and failing to offer any useful solutions of their own.
Farmers need a fair price for their product, not
grandstanding.
On the positive side, the response of Victorians has
been heartfelt and warm, particularly on social media,
with many showing their support for our farmers and
pledging to buy branded products, which it is argued
deliver more value into the supply chain and therefore
back to the farmers. This is somewhat simplistic, but
given the source of the problem it is great for
farmers — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Maria ‘Marisa’ Strydom
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — It is sad to report that
experienced climber Dr Maria ‘Marisa’ Strydom, 34,
died on Mount Everest on Saturday as she and her
sherpa tried to descend to safety. Her husband, Ivanhoe
East veterinarian Dr Rob Gropel, was also on the track
and suffered high altitude sickness. Reports state that
she suffered from a ‘lack of energy and weakness’ and
had to turn back while the rest of her party went to the
summit. Reports further state:
… Dr Strydom and her guide got back down to camp 4 that
night but her tiredness and lack of energy continued despite
being given oxygen.
Finally, at an altitude of 7800 metres ‘she could not resist
anymore; she stopped breathing right there … Dr Gropel’s
father, Heinz Gropel, said he would he was planning to fly to
Kathmandu to be with his son once his evacuation of the
mountain was confirmed.
‘He is, of course, hugely shattered’ —

Mr Heinz Gropel is quoted as saying —
‘His wife has died and he was there at the time and he blames
himself’.

The Ivanhoe community salutes Dr Strydom’s passion
to pursue her dreams and her courage. The thoughts of
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the Ivanhoe community are with her husband,
Dr Gropel, and Dr Strydom’s family in Ivanhoe East.

Merv Lincoln
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — Wodonga-raised
athlete Merv Lincoln was the 11th person in the world
to run a mile in under 4 minutes. He was born in
Leongatha and raised in Wodonga and passed away on
1 May at the age of 82.
In the 1950s Mr Lincoln’s name was synonymous with
one of Australia’s greatest running rivalries, and he
gained fame across the country for his races against
Herb Elliot. He qualified for the 1500 metres final at the
1956 summer Olympics in Melbourne. Perhaps his
finest running moment was in Dublin in 1958, when he
came second to Elliot but also beat the then world
record. He married his childhood sweetheart,
Tangambalanga girl Dawn Waite, in 1959 and they had
three children.
Former Victorian Governor John Landy said of
Mr Lincoln:
I remember him as a very humble person …
He was a very cheerful positive person, despite any
frustrations he had in running against the greatest 1500-metre
runner in the world …

Herb Elliott said:
Merv was gentle and polite, well-mannered and considerate,
but tough enough to drive himself to the full extent of his
physical limits … Of all my competitors he was the best.

After graduation Mr Lincoln worked as a teacher before
building a successful career in financial services and
broadcasting. He returned to study at the Melbourne
Business School — first getting a master of business
administration — where he taught from 1969 to 1984
and received a PhD, with his thesis providing the
academic basis for much of modern debt and
insolvency ratings.
The Albury-Wodonga community recognised the
significance of Dr Lincoln’s achievements when it
named the road linking Albury and Wodonga the
Lincoln Causeway in 1961. Everyone drives on this
road on occasion, but newcomers to the area may not
be aware — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
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Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee Fiskville inquiry
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — During the
Fiskville inquiry I was approached by a number of
individuals living in the Thomastown electorate who
were Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers and who
gave me very good information and advice about the
CFA Fiskville training college. I thank them for their
help and also for the work they do in our community. In
particular I thank one man, Ken, who in spite of ill
health and an uncertain future continues to do so much
for us in his invaluable work with the RSL.
I also would now like to thank properly all the staff of
the secretariat. The Fiskville inquiry was a difficult one,
and there were many staff changes. Thank you to Greg
Gardiner, Kelly Butler and John Aliferis, who laid the
foundations for this report. Also the support staff: Matt,
Christianne, Emily and now Kieran Crowe, who has
done a great job organising us all. I thank Janine Bush
for her advice and expertise in overseeing the special
report. Thanks to Keir Delaney for steering the final
stages of the committee; Patrick O’Brien and Anita
Mackay for their impeccable research and writing; and
the many paralegals needed to go over all the thousands
and thousands of discovered documents. A special
thank you to Peter Rozen for his advice and care. His
expertise was crucial in this inquiry. He was also a great
help to me in bouncing off ideas.
Thank you to the member for Ovens Valley. I believe
we worked well together. He made a really worthwhile
contribution, along with Daniel Young, a member in
the Legislative Council, the member for Benambra and
Simon Ramsay from the Legislative Council, who,
while we did not always agree, was very considered in
his views and perspective.
Finally, I would like to express my deepest gratitude for
the work put in by the members for Eltham and
Mordialloc, who, in spite of being in very marginal
seats and having other committee duties, worked so
hard on this inquiry with such care, compassion and
conviction. They were unwavering in their efforts to
seek out the truth and try to make things right.

Liberal Party Glen Huntly branch
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — This year,
2016, marks the 60th anniversary of the outstanding
contribution of a group of Australian citizens who, in
the wake of 100 000 Australian war dead, in the height
of the cold war and the march of communism, valued
freedom, enterprise, democracy and the rule of law.
They understood that these values could not be taken

Thursday, 26 May 2016

for granted. They willingly gave of their time to attend
community meetings, advocate good ideas and work on
election campaigns. They supported and valued the
principled leadership of multiterm governments and
saw the returned Menzies, Bolte, Hamer, Fraser,
Kennett and Howard governments contribute to nation
building. An economic framework for people to have a
job and own their own home was an important political
objective.
I pay tribute to the dynamic long-term leadership,
entrepreneurship and keen-minded initiative of people
such as Leo King, Jim Logan-Bell and Merlyn
Logan-Bell, who have contributed their ideas, goodwill
and countless hours to advance the cause of good
government and free enterprise According to the
minutes of the first meeting of the Glen Huntly branch
of the Liberal Party at the Ormond pavilion on
21 March 1956, it is recorded that, ‘Mr Eric Hayman,
the newly elected chair, invited Mr Thompson to
address the meeting, and he gave a splendid account of
the work of this government under Mr Bolte’s
leadership’. May the future minutes of the Glen Huntly
branch record the same narrative under the leadership
of the Leader of the Opposition and oratory of the
member for Caulfield.

Vietnamese government
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I want to raise an issue which has been
raised with me by the Vietnamese Community in
Australia, Victorian branch. It relates to the poisoning
of the people of Vietnam along the coastline in the
various regions of Hue, Quang Nam, Quang Tri, Quang
Binh and Ha Tinh — all cities near the coastline and all
cities that rely on fish for food and employment. The
Vietnamese government has allowed the release of
untreated water from a major steel plant. This has
effectively poisoned various people, has poisoned the
fish stock and taken away the livelihoods of many of
those communities.
While the Vietnamese government has failed
comprehensively to deal with this untreated water, it
has also decided to cut off social media to ensure that
the communities cannot communicate with one another
and they cannot communicate with the outside world
about this disgraceful abuse of the environment in
Vietnam. The fact that the Vietnamese government has
allowed a steelworks to release untreated water,
allowed its own people to be poisoned and allowed
their livelihoods to be taken away is an utter disgrace,
and the fact that the government there is more focused
on shutting down communications with the outside
world as opposed to actually dealing with this serious
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issue, where people are literally starving and do not
have a livelihood, is an utter disgrace. I call on the
Vietnamese government to do the right thing by its
people.

Deb Rielly and Gavin Slavin
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — Today I rise to
congratulate Deb Rielly and Gavin Slavin from
Keeping Kids on Track and Bass Coast Barracoutas.
Deb and Gavin organised an event at Archies Creek
Hall on Saturday, 14 May, to thank all the volunteer
organisations that contributed to the Keeping Kids on
Track fun run and Bass Coast Cycle Challenge. Awards
were given to Wonthaggi Primary School, Wonthaggi
District Athletics, Powlett River Primary School,
Dalyston Football Netball Club, Wonthaggi Boxing
Club, Bass Coast Specialist School, Cape Paterson and
Wonthaggi surf lifesaving clubs and Wonthaggi
underwater hockey. Well done to both Deb and Gavin
for bringing together many of our community groups
and for providing opportunities for their members to
participate in events that create social connectedness.
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positive move that will ultimately help to create a more
family-friendly club.

Frankston Park
Mr EDBROOKE — Frankston Park is the home
ground of the Dolphins. The ground has a capacity of
5000 and includes a 1000-seat grandstand. The
Frankston football club has a fully licensed social club
overlooking the oval, capable of seating 250 people.
Events other than AFL utilise the grounds including the
Festival of Rugby, music festivals, carols by candlelight
and memorial services. On the morning of 13 February
2008 the Frankston football club’s historic grandstand,
named after stalwart Bryan Mace, was destroyed by
fire. This grandstand had been there since the early
1930s and was an icon of the local community. In 2013
it was announced by the now Minister for Education
and Deputy Premier that the club would expand its
social rooms and function centre, allowing for
370 patrons downstairs and a further 220 seated patrons
upstairs. Funding was provided by the Victorian state
government, the AFL, AFL Victoria and Frankston
City Council. The building officially opened in 2015.

Growing Cambodia
Mr PAYNTER — On Saturday, 21 May, I attended
a trivia night at Phillip Island Golf Club for a
not-for-profit organisation, Growing Cambodia,
organised by Steve Davie. Growing Cambodia’s
purpose is to encourage a better and more sustainable
quality of life for children and their families living in
rural Cambodian villages. The fundraiser brought
together over 300 people and raised over $16 000. I
have visited rural Cambodia a number of times and
know that $16 000 will go a long way. Congratulations
to Steve Davie and the organising committee on a
successful event.

Frankston Dolphins
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — Congratulations
to the mighty Frankston Dolphins. Frankston won its
first game in the Victorian Football League for nearly
two years after beating Richmond by 13 points at
Frankston Park on 23 April. The Dolphins conceded the
first six goals and trailed at every change, but came
home strong to knock the Tigers off 14.15.99 to
13.8.86. The last time Frankston won a game was in
July 2014 — 636 very long days ago.
The club also made a bold move to surrender its
gaming licence last week. Its machines have been
surrendered to the state, and that will remove 27 poker
machines from the club and our community. This is a

Dairy industry
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — Agricultural diversity
is a long-term strength in Polwarth. As a result of
climate and topography communities across Polwarth
have been able to survive and prosper because of good
land and good management. Over recent weeks we
have seen the good management of one of our major
agricultural sectors let down badly by poor
management at a corporate level. The dairy industry
today is highly reliant on the fortunes of the export
market. Dairy companies since deregulation have
worked with and encouraged farmers to expand their
farms and to grow output. Many farmers have rightly
relied upon the direction of the companies they are tied
to with supplier agreements. Farmers are expected to do
the right thing, grow their output, improve their farms
and be competitive.
Likewise the big two dairy companies, Murray
Goulburn and Fonterra, are expected to manage the
markets and to give the farmers direction on market
conditions. The promoted milk price is the indicator
that is supposed to direct production and guide the
farmer in decision-making. The unexpected price
clawbacks announced recently will suck hundreds of
millions of dollars out of rural communities. Not only
will hardworking farming families be left to carry the
cost of inexplicable corporate governance by two large
companies but other small and medium businesses that
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employ thousands of people across Polwarth will also
carry the burden.
Like with all industries, the government must work
with the dairy industry to restore confidence and faith in
what can and should be a major economic driver in
country communities. The mistrust and fear that is
currently in the industry must be repaired. Polwarth
dairy farmers are among the world’s best. They deserve
to be treated with respect, and their industry needs its
confidence restored.

Federal Leader of the Opposition
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I was delighted to
see the federal Leader of the Opposition, the
Honourable Bill Shorten, in Puckle Street, Moonee
Ponds, yesterday, where he was greeted by adoring
fans, as you would expect. I look forward to him being
the next successful Australian Prime Minister.

LIVESTOCK DISEASE CONTROL
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 May; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — When the debate
was interrupted for the adjournment last night I was
concluding my comments about the traceability of
sheep in Australia, the need to improve the systems
around that and the fact that we do have an electronic
system that has been in place for cattle for probably
15 years or more now. There is a paper-based system
there for sheep and, in my view, over time, with
industry support and with government assistance to
cover the cost, there needs to be a move to electronic
identification of sheep as well to make sure we have
that very good traceability in case of a biosecurity
outbreak, particularly around something like
foot-and-mouth disease.
In my contribution last night I went through in detail
the issues around the movement of sheep in the UK and
the fact that it was sheep and the movement of sheep
that actually spread the foot-and-mouth outbreak in
2001 that led to disastrous effects for the industry there,
particularly for the people and the economy of the UK.
While saying we need the traceability of sheep in that
form, there are also significant management benefits for
sheep producers, and we have seen some very good
examples of businesses and families using electronic
identification of sheep for management decisions. The
de Fegely family in Ararat would be a very good

Thursday, 26 May 2016

example where they are using that particular technology
for management decisions that are helping their
business.
It is not going to be the large commercial farmers
where there is likely to be a disease outbreak in the
future. The real threat in these sorts of circumstances is
more around hobby farmers and smaller farmers closer
to urban areas. The mob-based system probably works
well for the larger operators but not necessarily as well
for the smaller hobby farmers and those that might
come and go from the livestock industry. So we need to
have a system that is there for all livestock producers
regardless of the scale of those businesses, because, as I
said, I think there is a risk that it will be a smaller
farmer that possibly does not necessarily identify what
may or may not be happening with their flock and may
not necessarily have the appropriate paperwork, the
appropriate property identification code — the PIC
number — and those sorts of things into the future.
In finishing off on the legislation, I note we all know
how important biosecurity is to Australia, and can I
actually commend the now Deputy Prime Minister for
what he did with Johnny Depp’s dogs.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WALSH — People laugh on the other side. I
think it has sent a very strong message to the rest of the
world that our biosecurity borders are not negotiable. It
does not matter if you are a multimillionaire film star
and you have your own private jet, if you want to bring
your two dogs, Pistol and Boo, into Australia, exactly
the same rules apply to you in Australia as anyone else.
That was a really good message to send through. And I
noticed last night or the night before that Johnny Depp
was still doing TV shows in the UK complaining about
Barnaby Joyce and making, I think, uninformed and
rude comments about Mr Joyce at the time.
It is actually working in Australia’s favour that this
issue is still being talked about. I think we have had the
best free advertising campaign ever that says that
Australia’s biosecurity rules are non-negotiable. It has
been great. Everyone now knows, through social media
and the mainstream media, that if you bring a dog into
Australia or do something wrong to breach Australia’s
biosecurity, the law will apply to you, no matter who
you are. As Barnaby said of the video that Johnny Depp
and Amber Heard had to do as an apology as part of
their conviction by a Queensland court, if that was his
best acting ability, I wonder why anyone ever pays
Johnny Depp to do it. If that was his best acting ability,
it was very, very poor. Barnaby made a comment at a
function I was recently at. He said to me that Johnny
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Depp looked like a kidnap victim who was making a
video to try to get let out of that particular situation. He
looked so guilty over what he had actually done in that
particular issue.

up good procedures and ensure our best chances of
keeping our livestock free of disease so that our
industry continues to maintain a high standard as a
disease-free industry.

When we talk about biosecurity and the things that this
bill does, it is important to remember that our
biosecurity laws in Australia are non-negotiable. We
have a responsibility, whichever side of the house we
sit on, to make sure we maintain a disease-free status in
a whole range of areas. We are very fortunate in one
way because we are an island country. We have our
national borders, and we have a lot of sea surrounding
us. There are the risks of threats from Papua New
Guinea and Indonesia, which are relatively close by
sea. There are a number of significant diseases in those
countries, and there is always the risk that they can be
brought across by people who want to breach our
biosecurity laws, but in general being an island state
helps us.

As we heard from the Leader of The Nationals, from
instances of foot-and-mouth disease in Great Britain not
too many years ago we know the devastation they
caused to the economy of Great Britain. We also
know — and anybody who keeps livestock would
know — that these outbreaks do not just affect you
economically; they are devastating if you are a cattle
breeder and have to have your livestock destroyed
because of something that is beyond your control — a
disease that has been detected in your area.

To finish off I say, ‘Well done, Barnaby Joyce’. It does
not matter who they are, the rules apply to them, and I
think you did a fantastic job in promoting to the rest of
the world that our biosecurity is non-negotiable. The
opposition is not opposing this particular piece of
legislation. As I said, there are not many pages, and
there is not a large number of clauses, but there are
things in it that are very important to industries that are
worth billions and billions of dollars to Australia.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am pleased to
speak on the Livestock Disease Control Amendment
Bill 2016. As people on both sides of the house would
be aware, the livestock industry across this country is
very, very important to the people who work within that
industry, which provides their income, their lifestyle
and so on. It is also important for export and economic
opportunities for this country.
Given that we are an island country, we have been in a
fortunate position of not being vulnerable to diseases
that can come into our country easily, and therefore we
have been able to market our produce both domestically
and internationally on the basis that it is disease-free
stock and people should be able to buy, eat and enjoy it,
knowing that their human health is safe and that their
own livestock are not likely to be under threat from our
livestock coming into their area.
We have to, of course, ensure that we are not
complacent about this. Here in Victoria we certainly
have not been complacent, and generally across this
country we have been very sound in ensuring that we
use the best technology and we review legislation
regularly to ensure that it is the best legislation to back

Of course livestock breeders have been devastated in
the past when outbreaks of foot-and-mouth or other
serious diseases have occurred in their area, so we want
to ensure that that does not happen either and that our
cattle breeders and other livestock breeders can feel
confident that our legislation and practices provide
good opportunities to enable them to maintain their
high standard of animal wellbeing.
Through my time as cattle breeder myself in the past I
am certainly aware of a number of the issues and of
some of the progress we have made over the years. The
national livestock identification scheme came into play,
where we had to tag our cattle, which was an upgrade
of just having to put tail tags on them when they went
to market. Those permanent ear tags in cattle help in
tracing those cattle wherever they are. We have been
looking at the opportunities for having ear tags for
sheep, but that is of course more challenging when
there are so many more sheep and a unit of sheep costs
less than a unit of beef. So there are challenges
associated with that, but clearly we have traceability
involved in the paperwork whenever sheep come to
market or are transferred interstate or more generally.
So we need to ensure this is kept up to date.
This legislation has several parts to it, as the Leader of
The Nationals said. One part is to align the paperwork
trail — the traceability scheme for livestock — as it
were, with agreement from the other states so that we
operate in the same way. This slight change will in fact
simplify the paperwork trail — the traceability
identification scheme — and place less requirements on
landholders and others along the way, while still
keeping it very practical. There are also changes in
regard to swill feeding of pigs. We know that there
have been concerns raised again with regard to mad
cow disease in Britain. We know that if livestock are
able to eat other mammalian material, there are great
risks involved, and so we are trying to ensure that that
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cannot happen within our pig industry — that pigs
cannot be fed other mammalian material. These are
concerns that are clearly brought to bear in this
legislation in order to keep our legislation base at the
forefront. I am very pleased to say that Victoria
continues to do so.
In speaking today I feel particularly qualified in that
only this Monday I had challenges on my property
when one of the alpacas I bought for my children for
Christmas became ill, and I had to keep faith with my
children and get the vet out. Sometimes of course you
know that it is not necessarily economically viable to
get a vet out, but on this occasion I did so that I did not
have my children in such distress saying, ‘Daddy,
Daddy, do something. Do something’. I am not quite
sure what the outcome will be with the alpaca, but
clearly the vet was able to provide it with some
antibiotics. She assured me it was not a major exotic
disease that the alpaca was suffering from but possibly
old age. I will be following up with the person I
purchased this supposedly young alpaca from less than
a year ago to seek potential recompense and to have
them recognise the distress it has caused my children,
and in turn myself, in having a diseased and ill animal
in my care.
Getting back to the nature of this legislation. Clearly
this country needs to be vigilant in every way possible
to ensure that we keep the best practices in place.
Through what was the department of agriculture before
it was subsumed into the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, we have
run some very sound facilities, such as the animal
health laboratory in Geelong and other laboratories
here — —
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protecting our livestock industry, protecting the people
who are involved in the livestock industry from
unnecessary stress and ensuring that people comply
with appropriate regulations in terms of identifying the
transfer of stock as it may happen around the state so
we can identify any problems as quickly as we can to
ensure that we maintain this vitally important economic
industry and ensure that the community can continue to
be confident. Whether in Australia and Victoria or
overseas, people who eat our livestock products will
know that the product coming from Victoria, and more
broadly Australia, is quality livestock. I am very
pleased to see that this minister and this government are
continuing to be very proactive in this area.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to speak in
support of the Livestock Disease Control Amendment
Bill 2016. This bill represents a further amendment to
the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 and provides
for a number of consequential amendments across a
range of various areas, including to the provisions
relating to vendors declarations. It is worth looking at
the purpose of the principal act in considering the
amendments here today. The main purpose of the
primary act was to provide for the prevention,
monitoring and control of livestock diseases and to
provide compensation for losses due to certain livestock
diseases.
On researching this bill, it appears that the original act
was introduced in 1994 following a national review of
Australian legislation back in 1989 relating to the
incursions into this country of exotic diseases. One of
the main purposes was to achieve uniformity
throughout Australia, across all the states and
territories. That was seen as a very desirable thing, and
of course it is.

Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr HOWARD — The animal health laboratory in
Geelong is under the commonwealth, of course, but it is
in Victoria. Through the department we have our other
facilities in the north of Melbourne, which are at the
forefront of being able to test for potential diseases that
come into this country and therefore are at the forefront
of being able to develop the best response mechanisms
should there be any detection of a disease that needs to
be tested for quickly and eradicated. Within the poultry
industry disease can move very quickly — avian flu
and other things — so we need to have good testing
facilities in this state and good reactive capability as
well as the proactive capability that we are providing
through this legislation.
I am pleased to see that this legislation brings us up to
date and keeps Victoria at the forefront in regard to

I note from a reading of the original second-reading
speech that the 1994 legislation was also designed to
consolidate five other pieces of legislation that existed
in this area. The issue of disease control in our
agricultural industries is of major importance and was
one of the drivers for the passage of the original
consolidating legislation. There have been numerous
amendments over the following years to ensure that the
legislation is up to date. Back in 1994, it is to be noted
that the first account of the Hendra virus in horses was
when it was identified in Queensland, which has
continued to be a major source of concern.
The original bill was also designed to strengthen the
identification process for livestock so as to enable
tracing of animals across the country. This leads me to
the new section 8A(1), which requires an owner of
livestock to make a vendor declaration as to the
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movement of the livestock before it is moved from one
property to another. Penalties are applied for failure to
do so.
Section 8A(2) sets out the requirements in relation to
the information that must be contained in a vendor
statement. The requirement for a vendor declaration
appears to have been inserted by amendment over the
years, and we now have a new definition of what is
required. The vendor statement provides for the
provision of a range of required information, including
the property identification code that identifies the
property from which the livestock are to be removed
and the date on which the livestock are to be moved,
the number of livestock being moved, the name and
signature of the person making the declaration and the
intended destination of livestock and any other
prescribed particular. So we can see that this is regarded
as a very important factor in tracing, monitoring and
seeing where our livestock are throughout the country.
Here in Australia we have a number of diseases to be
very concerned about. Firstly, let me talk about anthrax.
It has been recognised as a disease in Australia for over
150 years, and it causes sudden death in animals,
particularly sheep and cattle. A dairy cow in my
electorate died from it just last year, in the region of
Tatura. It is a disease that is also transmissible to
humans, and in our local health service we have an
isolation room which indeed had to be used to isolate a
farm worker who was thought to be infected at the time
with the disease.
Another major disease that arises in agricultural areas is
bovine Johne’s disease. It is a fatal wasting disease of
cattle, goats, alpaca and deer — I hope my friend over
there’s alpaca does not have that disease. Bovine
Johne’s disease is far more common in dairy herds then
in beef herds. It is a disease that can have severe
economic impacts if it is left uncontrolled. In Victoria
around 25 per cent of dairy herds are known to be
infected but fewer than 2 per cent of beef herds.
The Hendra virus, as I have said, is a real worry. While
it has been confined to Queensland at the moment,
steps are always being taken to ensure that it does not
travel throughout our country. It is legislation like this
that will trace and track where animals are going.
Foot-and-mouth disease is something that has been in
other countries and has had devastating effects. The
Leader of The Nationals talked about that in his speech
on this matter. We desperately try to keep it out of our
country. It would have devastating impacts on the
economy of our region if an outbreak occurred here.
The feeding of swill to pigs is referred to in this
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legislation. We have 23 million feral pigs in this
country — almost the same as our population. That is
something that causes our quarantine and biosecurity
people a lot of angst, because there is concern that if
certain products are put into the food chain of these
wild pigs, it could create a circumstance where
foot-and-mouth disease is introduced into this country.
There are also provisions that relate to the publication
of notices in full; they are all provisions that protect our
agricultural industries in Australia. Again I will repeat
what others have said: biosecurity generally in this
country is of utmost importance to protect not only our
agricultural industries but horticulture as well. We have
seen concerns about fire blight, with big rallies in my
electorate over recent years to protect our apple and
pear industry. For these reasons, this sort of legislation
is very important, and I support the bill.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Livestock Disease
Control Amendment Bill 2016. The purposes of this
bill are to amend provisions enabling orders to be
made, to provide further for vendor declarations when
livestock are moved and to provide further for the
feeding of certain materials to pigs, and that is where I
will spend the majority of my contribution. The
overarching aspect of what we have here are
amendments which are designed to strengthen and
continue to support our agricultural and livestock
industry.
The protection of herds from disease is particularly
important, and in turn it also helps protect our domestic
and export markets. The coalition made a number of
changes with its Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill in 2014, which also made changes to
the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994. Those
changes included some provisions around food scraps
and waste containing meat product that has been
contaminated being fed to animals, because that food
protein has the potential to create quite some havoc.
I want to first of all paint a picture of the size of the
livestock industry in Australia and Victoria, and I am
going to focus on beef. Meat and Livestock Australia
estimated in 2014 that there were some 29.1 million
head of beef cattle in Australia and 4.2 million in
Victoria. The industry was estimated at $18.21 billion
in 2014–15. That is an extremely large industry of great
significance.
One of the key diseases is foot-and-mouth disease, and
we have heard members speak on this disease, which
affects cloven-hoofed animals such as cattle, sheep and
goats. It poses great risks as it is highly contagious.
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When animals contract foot-and-mouth they will have a
fever and fluid-filled blisters, which can become
ulcerated. When we think about foot-and-mouth, if it is
in the feet of the animals, they have trouble walking,
they become lame and they cannot actually move
around to get food and water. If you observe patterns of
cattle grazing, they are on the move all the time —
where they start the day and where they finish the day
are quite different places. If they have got the blisters in
their mouths, it can cause them a lot of trouble eating,
and in fact they can stop eating.
Australia is a major exporter of cattle. It is
foot-and-mouth disease-free, and this is a huge
competitive advantage for us. There has been no
outbreak in 140 years, but we are ever vigilant. We
know that given the size of the industry an outbreak
would have serious economic implications for us. I
remind the house of the episode in the United Kingdom
some 15 years ago, in 2001, when they had an outbreak
of foot-and-mouth disease some 35 years after the last
one. There were 2000 cases identified and it took nine
months to control. With those 2000 cases that were
identified, some 6 million sheep and cattle were
destroyed. They were killed and burnt, and the images,
if people recall what they saw, were very, very
distressing. The cost was billions. You can imagine the
cost to farmers of each cow. If you transferred that to
Australia, with our 29.1 million cattle, or the 4.2 million
beef cattle in Victoria, this would be absolutely
catastrophic. Not only would you lose your current herd
but you would also lose your breeding herd and then
you would have to start completely from scratch. You
would lose your market. It is a major risk.
It is very easy for a disease to transfer between
adjoining properties; you might not have had a disease
outbreak on yours, but cattle break through fences. On
our farm we are beef cattle producers and the only ones
with red cows, Hereford-Shorthorn cross. They will
certainly be making a comeback and taking over from
the Black Angus! It is very easy for the neighbour’s
sheep to get under the fence and mix with our cattle.
Just a couple of weeks ago we had a very large tree on
the fence line on the other side and the neighbour’s
cattle, which is a different breed, came into our property
and vice versa. It is very easy for stock to become
infected when they come into contact with infected
animals.
I want to talk about swill, because that poses quite a
risk. It is believed that the foot-and-mouth disease
outbreak in the UK was attributable to feeding swill to
pigs. Swill is mammalian protein containing meat. It
could be done very inadvertently through feeding with
food scraps. I think people can unwittingly and
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unknowingly do this. I think, as the Leader of The
Nationals said, when you have a major cattle grazer,
they are always looking out for the health of their herd;
whether it be dairy, beef or sheep, people are always
looking out for the health of their herd. But when you
have a hobby farmer, they are not always subject to the
same information. Farmers are always reading
magazines, getting newsletters and updates from
governments, going to workshops and information
sessions and speaking to their neighbours, whereas a
hobby farmer might be less likely to do that. If you only
have a few pigs, for example, it might be very easy for
you to think, ‘I’ll just feed them these particular food
scraps’.
As this rate of people having a few backyard pigs
increases, so does the risk. I liken it to the situation with
fruit fly. Orchardists are ever vigilant, but if fruit flies
get into a backyard in a small town that has two or three
fruit trees and the owners are not aware that they have
fruit flies, then it is very difficult to contain the pests.
Pigs in particular spread infection at a far greater rate
than sheep and cattle. Their vapour floats and does not
sink, so they are 10 000 times more likely to spread
infection than sheep and cattle.
Australia does has an advantage being an island. Our
border control is a lot easier than in many other
countries. However, we still have the risk, because we
have seen an instance of dogs being brought in on a
private jet, and also people bring food in their luggage.
We see this on shows like Border Security all the time.
One of the biggest risk factors is that people bring
diseased meats or whatever in their personal luggage.
This has been identified as a key risk, and it is
something we need to be vigilant about. We can never
be complacent about this. There are other diseases,
obviously — bovine Johne’s disease is a muscle
wasting disease. Diarrhoea impacts young animals
particularly. It is one of the notifiable diseases and can
have a big impact on the dairy industry, particularly if
you do not always know. When they contract it young,
the symptoms might not show for a couple of years.
Pink eye is another disease which is contagious as well.
When we think about our herds, it is very easy for a
dairy herd to number 280-plus. If your cattle have any
of these diseases, it gets through your herd. You can put
yourself at considerable risk — and your neighbours as
well. When you get the movement of beasts through
markets, going from farm to farm and from state to
state as well, it does increase the risk each time.
With this bill, I am pleased we have been able to
continue to strengthen the protections for our livestock
industry, but I also want to mention that the former
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coalition government agreed to recommendations from
the national Animal Health Committee and the
commonwealth’s chief veterinary officer on the
national harmonisation of swill feeding laws. These
amendments around this area enact Victoria’s
commitment.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Minister for Roads and Road Safety).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

WITNESS PROTECTION AMENDMENT
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 March; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local Government).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is a bill that seeks
to address a number of concerns that have arisen about
the operation of the witness protection regime in
Victoria. It need hardly be said that the protection of
witnesses in the justice system is of crucial importance
to the integrity of that system. The compelling need for
proper arrangements to protect witnesses is very well
summarised by the Honourable Frank Vincent, AO,
QC, in his review of the Witness Protection Act 1991
that was tabled in this house a few weeks ago. At
page 6 the review says:
If a victim, witness or informant cannot possess sufficient
confidence that justifiable concerns for their personal security
will be addressed and reasonable measures taken to protect
them, they cannot be expected to place themselves at
additional risk through resort to or cooperation with the
authorities. It must also be borne in mind that from the
individual’s perspective, cooperation might not only create or
result in an increased personal risk but a threat to family
members or others associated with them and could result in
fundamental changes being required to their entire life
situation.
Correlatively, if such a person does place himself or herself in
potential jeopardy and accepts the many social and economic
consequences that may follow, it is incumbent upon the
community, which seeks and needs their cooperation, to
endeavour to do what it sensibly can in the particular
circumstances to support them. This requires a clear
commitment to honour any undertakings or assurances given
to them with respect to the measures to be taken and upon
which they have relied.
This is not simply a matter of ethical conduct, nor is it
affected by the motivation of the individual who may well be
acting out of blatant self-interest. Rather, it is crucial to the
maintenance of the integrity and effectiveness of the criminal
justice system upon which we all depend for the maintenance
of our collective and individual safety. For its part, the
community must be prepared to provide the financial and
other resources necessary for this work.
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I need hardly give the house particular examples that
have arisen in recent times of the importance of witness
protection and of the threats that arise in various
contexts to those who might be willing or might be
asked to step forward and give their testimony to ensure
that justice is upheld. There have been a number of
high-profile and controversial cases that have featured
in the media over recent years, and I do not intend to
dwell on the details of those, but more generally it is
well known that bikie and other criminal gangs in
particular rely on coercion and intimidation to deter
people from giving evidence that might bring them to
account.
We have also seen findings through the Royal
Commission into Trade Union Governance and
Corruption and evidence given by Assistant
Commissioner Steve Fontana that, particularly in the
building and construction industry, some union officials
resort to threats, intimidation and coercion in order to
deter witnesses from giving evidence. The police have
identified that as being a major factor in the difficulties
that they are finding in upholding the rule of law in the
building industry.
It is clear that we need to ensure that as far as possible
there are arrangements in place that will protect
witnesses and will give them assurance that as far as
can be achieved they will be protected if they do the
right thing by the justice system. But unfortunately
there have been problems that have arisen and they
have been identified in the report by Mr Vincent. Some
of those were singled out in an article in the Herald Sun
of 24 March this year written by Tom Minear, the state
political reporter, headed ‘Report finds Victoria Police
lost track of people in Victoria’s witness protection
system’, and I quote:
Police have lost track of people in Victoria’s witness
protection program and keep ‘remarkably little’ data about
those in its care, a scathing report has found.
Retired Supreme Court judge Frank Vincent’s report said
witness protection was ‘not highly valued’ by police and
viewed as an ‘unfortunate necessity’ for successful
investigations.
The review of the system, tabled in Parliament yesterday, had
sought basic information from Victoria Police about the
people in witness protection.
Mr Vincent said it was a ‘sorry state of affairs’ that police did
not keep ‘even a rudimentary manual register’ of witness
protection cases, which the force told him would have been
‘prohibitively onerous’.
‘The approach to witness protection within Victoria Police
has been based throughout on the view that, although not part
of the ordinary policing functions, the provision of protective
assistance is an unfortunate necessity if investigations are to
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be successfully pursued, but it was not highly valued’,
Mr Vincent said.
He also criticised the limited staffing of the witness protection
unit and the fact that only three of its members had
undertaken the national witness protection training course.
‘I am strongly of the view that even in the absence of
appropriate governance structures, if the proper role and
significance of witness protection had been appreciated at the
higher level of police command, many of the problems
encountered to date would not have emerged’, Mr Vincent
said.

The article goes on to indicate that Mr Vincent said that
although there had been a great deal of attention given
to cultural and structural failures over recent times, it
was not clearly evident that the situation had
sufficiently changed. Some witnesses who were not
subject to the highest level of protection had lost
support once they had given their evidence in criminal
proceedings and:
The witness may be left to his or her own devices and
whether or not they are subject to reprisal may never be
known.

This is clearly an unsatisfactory state of affairs, and that
is why the previous government moved to establish the
review that was undertaken by Mr Vincent. As is noted
in his report:
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political persuasions over the years which have
significantly contributed to the improvement of the
system of justice in this state, and that sits alongside
Mr Vincent’s work as a member of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission.
In this report Mr Vincent makes eight
recommendations and, as I said, these are largely
reflected in the bill that is now before us. His first
recommendation is that the purpose and principles
underpinning the act should be made clear on the face
of the legislation. I quote from his report at page 3,
which says:
The provision of witness protection must be to give practical
effect to the rule of the law by, as far as reasonably possible,
protecting those who are exposed to risk of injury or death by
reason of their participation in or cooperation with the
criminal justice system.

Then it is said that the act should be based on and
contain a number of witness protection principles to
guide decision-making and implementation, which are
set out at page 4 of the report and largely reflected in
the bill, and include that:
the central objective of witness protection is to advance the
public interest in the efficacy and integrity of the criminal
justice system through the provision of protective support to
those who are at risk by reason of their cooperation …

In the investigation and prosecution of crime … it is essential
that witnesses, the cornerstones for successful investigation
and prosecution, have trust in criminal justice systems.

witness protection and support is intended to remove or
reduce a barrier to cooperation and is not to be provided as a
reward or inducement;

Witnesses need to have the confidence to come forward to
assist law enforcement and prosecutorial authorities. They
need to be assured that they will receive support and
protection from intimidation and the harm that criminal
groups may seek to inflict upon them in attempts to
discourage or punish them from cooperating.

there must be a clear separation of the investigative and the
protective functions in order to ensure the integrity of the
process;

As the then Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, now the member for Rowville, said in his
second-reading speech in March 2014 in relation to
witness protection legislation:
When enacted in 1991, Victoria’s Witness Protection Act led
the way. While these reforms improve the existing
framework, we need to ask is there anything more we can do.

As a result of that report the then minister
commissioned the Vincent report. The report includes a
range of recommendations which in very large part are
reflected in the bill that is before the house. It is
appropriate to place on record appreciation — certainly
my appreciation and I would think the appreciation of
all members of this house — for the work that
Mr Vincent has done in producing this report. Of
course it is among many very able reports that
Mr Vincent has provided for governments of both

the decision to protect a witness cannot be solely or even
principally dependent upon the value of the investigation —

but —
… should be determined by reference to the risk incurred by
the individual as a consequence of cooperation;
protection arrangements need to be tailored to the individual
circumstances …
the safety of the witness must take priority over the successful
conduct of a prosecution;
the interests of children involved in or affected —

need to be —
… a powerful factor in decision-making; and
… there should be public accountability for the operation of
the witness protection system —

consistent with the need for operational security.
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As I say, most of the recommendations are reflected
close to verbatim in the commencing provisions of the
amendments being made by the bill.
Mr Vincent’s second recommendation relates to the
extension of the act’s scope. He considered that the
definition of witness as set out in the current legislation
was adequate to cover the scope of that that was
necessary. But he says very importantly that:
The scope of the act should be extended to those entering into
what are currently categorised within Victoria Police
processes as ‘category B’ arrangements. This will have the
effect that the … witness protection principles, external
monitoring, reporting and confidentiality provisions apply to
the alternative arrangements provided to high-risk witnesses
who have been considered for but either declined to enter the
program or have been considered unsuitable.

I do raise some question — and I would be interested in
the government’s response — as to how it is intended
that these up-to-date category B arrangements will be
applied to those who are ongoing participants in the
justice system, such as police officers, jury members
and judicial officers, who might not necessarily seek or
be considered for high-risk witness protection in
category A.
Recommendation 3 is that:
The chief commissioner should maintain responsibility for the
implementation of the act and a broad discretion based on the
purposes and principles of the act.

Recommendation 4 is to remove what Mr Vincent
describes as:
… the unjustifiably wide immunity presently available for
police conduct in relation to witness protection arrangements.

They are narrowed down to:
no liability should flow from a decision under the act to enter
or not to enter a person into the program; and
the present provisions with respect to the making, alteration or
cancelling of entries or records in the register of births, deaths
and marriages in accordance with an order of the Supreme
Court should remain.

At recommendation 5 Mr Vincent proposes that:
The act should be amended to ensure that the terms of
memoranda of understanding entered into at both category A
and category B levels should be legally enforceable by
persons entering into them.

This is one area where the bill departs from the
recommendation in that, as far as I can see, there is
nothing in the bill to provide that memoranda of
understanding should be legally enforceable by persons
entering into them, whether in relation to category A or
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category B levels. Indeed it is somewhat of a
contradiction in term to talk about a legally binding
memorandum of understanding. So I would be
interested in the government’s explanation in relation to
whether or not it considers that the provisions of the bill
will make memoranda of understanding legally
enforceable, and if the government has decided not to
follow Mr Vincent’s recommendation in that regard as
to why it has so decided.
Recommendation 6 is that there should be a mandatory
case review at least every two years.
Recommendation 7 is that to ensure appropriate public
accountability there should be an independent body to
monitor the operation of the act to provide assurance
that the principles recommended are given practical
effect, and that there should be public reporting on the
operation of the act.
The government has chosen to assign to the Public
Interest Monitor (PIM) the responsibility of being the
independent body to monitor the operation of the act.
There would be a range of considerations as to why the
PIM may have been chosen for that. It is a significant
change in the role of the PIM. On the other hand, there
may well be good reason to believe that the PIM, who
currently scrutinises various applications by Victoria
Police in relation to phone tapping or other surveillance,
should have the role extended to monitor these
arrangements. But I would be interested in hearing from
the government a further explanation as to why it has
decided that the PIM should fulfil that role, what the
PIM’s views are on that and how the government is
satisfied that that will operate satisfactorily.
The final recommendation is recommendation 8, about
deterring witness intimidation:
There should be a new indictable offence triable summarily
that would cover … witness intimidation behaviours
addressed in the various interstate provisions —

having a maximum penalty of five years.
Again there is a departure from the recommendations of
the Vincent review in that the bill provides for a
10-year penalty and not triable summarily. The
opposition certainly has no objection to providing stiff
penalties for an offence such as of this nature, but
Mr Vincent did indicate that he thought there were
particular practical advantages in having an opportunity
for such an offence to be triable summarily, and those
practical advantages have been forgone. I would be
interested in hearing from the government as to its
rationale for forgoing those opportunities for matters to
be triable summarily. Is it simply because that was felt
necessary to ensure that a 10-year penalty could be
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provided or did the government not think that those
matters were important?
In the scheme of things these reservations are relatively
limited matters. Overall the opposition supports the bill.
We certainly hope that it will provide significant
improvement to the operation of the witness protection
regime in Victoria, and we wish the bill a speedy
passage.
Business interrupted under to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. The Premier’s Minister for
Emergency Services has said that she has felt harassed
and bullied by the United Firefighters Union (UFU) and
said its behaviour towards her has been aggressive.
Why has the Premier continued to endorse and meet
with the UFU despite its campaign of bullying and
harassment of his minister, whose — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
allow the Leader — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY — Stop the clock, please.
The SPEAKER — Order! Stop the clock.
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I did request that the
clock be stopped. The Leader of the Opposition will be
given an opportunity to ask his question, and the
question will be asked in silence. I ask the Deputy
Premier to co-operate and to allow the Leader of the
Opposition to put the question to the Premier.
Mr GUY — My question is to the Premier. The
Premier’s Minister for Emergency Services has said
that she has felt harassed and bullied by the UFU and
said that its behaviour toward her has been aggressive.
Why has the Premier continued to endorse and meet
with the UFU despite its campaign of bullying and
harassment of his own minister, whose workplace
health and safety he is responsible for, rather than call
them out on this inappropriate behaviour?
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The first thing to say is
that there are a number of errors in the question as put
forward by the Leader of the Opposition — a number
of errors. The minister, myself, every member of the
government — and I would have hoped every member
of the Parliament — was absolutely committed to
sitting down in good faith, with goodwill, to resolve an
industrial dispute that has gone on too long. We, all of
us — certainly on this side of the house — are focused
on recruiting additional firefighters and giving
firefighters the presumptive rights that they have so
long needed and which were not delivered by those
opposite.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, by way of
relevance, this question was around workplace
bullying; it was not about presumptive rights
legislation. I ask you to bring the Premier back to
answering a question around workplace bullying and
defending the right not to be subject to workplace
bullying for his own minister.
Mr Battin interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook will come to order. There is no point of
order at this point. The Premier, to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — It was never about presumptive
rights for some, never, never — those opposite, never.
So I would simply say to the Leader of the Opposition,
for his — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition’s
question is littered with errors and assertions that are
completely inaccurate. The minister is fully supported
in the important work that she is doing. The minister is
doing an outstanding job in all of her portfolio areas,
and the minister and I are in complete accord on the
fact that a good outcome here will only be achieved by
people behaving appropriately and by the use of the
independent umpire, the Fair Work Commission.
So the Leader of the Opposition would seek to
characterise incorrectly; the Leader of the Opposition
would seek to put forward a whole range of statements
that are in fact in error — complete error. The fact
remains: the minister, myself, all members of the
government and all parties in this dispute agree it has
gone on too long. It needs to be resolved, and it will be,
with the assistance of the independent umpire and in the
interests of volunteer firefighters, career firefighters and
the safety of the Victorian community.
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Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — The
Premier has endorsed unions like the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union and the UFU,
whose bullying behaviour is unacceptable in any
workplace. Is it the Premier’s policy to excuse bullying
behaviour when it suits his agenda or when it is
conducted by his mates?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer, very
simply, is no.

Ministers statements: National Sorry Day
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs) — I am very pleased to rise to update the house
on a new government initiative, which is a
self-determination conference for Aboriginal people
here in Victoria, which commences today. I also would
like to speak to our continued recognition of and
commitment to marking National Sorry Day. Since
1997, 26 May is a day of mixed emotions for
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples. It was
when the Bringing Them Home report was tabled in the
federal Parliament.
The policies and actions of this nation’s governments
resulted in what we all know as the stolen generations.
Today as we remember and acknowledge the
mistreatment of the country’s first peoples, we remind
ourselves of the impact of the forcible removal policies:
the impact on the children that were taken and on the
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander families and
communities that were affected. Aboriginal children
were separated, often forcibly ripped away from their
families, ripped away from their culture, on the
falsehood and misunderstanding that their culture was
inferior and must be replaced with the European one.
The trauma has continued on years after.
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Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. On Tuesday the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) moved to seek binding arbitration of
the enterprise bargaining agreement dispute, and
yesterday it chose to reserve its right to do so. I ask the
Premier: did he or his office at any stage intervene in
this dispute, contacting the minister, her office or the
CFA directly to bully the CFA into halting its move for
binding arbitration, a move that the United Firefighters
Union is opposed to?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer to the
Leader of the Opposition’s question is no.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Should the
CFA proceed to seek binding arbitration, a move the
UFU opposes, will the Premier and his government
support the CFA and its volunteers in this quest?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The Leader of the
Opposition has asked me a hypothetical question. The
Leader of the Opposition has, as a matter of fact, asked
me a hypothetical question. That is not a matter for any
debate or doubt. It is a hypothetical question, and one
that I would hope would be redundant because of the
voluntary process that all parties are involved with at
the moment. I would hope — I think all of us would
hope; certainly the minister and I would hope — that
we will be able to get a fair and balanced and
reasonable outcome as a result of the voluntary process
that is being conducted at the Fair Work Commission
with the assistance of Commissioner Roe. That is the
answer to the most definitely hypothetical question
from the Leader of the Opposition.

Ministers statements: dairy industry
This government’s policy of self-determination is
critical to addressing this, and that is why our
Self-Determination Summit, which is currently
underway at the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition
Centre, is a very, very important step forward. Right
across Victoria here and now we are listening to
Aboriginal Victorians talk about what
self-determination looks like, what role a treaty may
play and how we will get there. We do not have all the
answers, but I will join with you all in saying sorry and
encourage you to listen to the discussions that are going
on about self-determination.

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to update the
house about a new initiative of the Andrews Labor
government to support Victoria’s dairy farmers.
Amendments will now be made to the criteria for the
Back to Work scheme to make members of a dairy
farm household an eligible category of employee. The
Back to Work scheme is an important part of the
Andrews Labor government’s plan to promote jobs and
growth in Victoria. As at the end of March, over
4000 people across Victoria were beneficiaries of the
scheme, and all indications are that we will wrap up the
scheme by the end of the year, about six months ahead
of schedule.
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The flow-on impact of having meaningful employment
cannot be underestimated to a person’s family, their
self-esteem and the contribution they can make to their
communities. That is why we will amend the scheme to
support drought-affected farm households, and that
same support will now be extended to dairy farmers.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, under
sessional order 11(2) I draw your attention to the fact
that the question that I asked of the minister was a very
specific one, and she did not come anywhere near
answering that question. I ask you to direct her to
provide a written response.

Employers will receive up to $5000 when they hire
someone from a farm household affected by the dairy
crisis. Victoria’s dairy industry is a source of
considerable pride. Our dairy farmers account for
85 per cent of Australia’s dairy product exports and
approximately 5 per cent of global dairy trade. That is
why our support is so crucial. When combined with an
$11.4 million package announced earlier this week, this
means we are ensuring that dairy farmers have access to
the needed support, be it financial counselling or
on-farm business support, to make sure that they get the
support and assistance they need to make the right
decisions for their family and farm. An Andrews Labor
government will always stand behind our rural
communities, and it will not let any farmer or
community member go it alone.

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, not
liking the answer is not reason enough to invoke
sessional order 11. The minister did answer the
question that was asked, and I ask you to rule the point
of order out of order.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Emergency Services. Will the government
seek to be present as a party to support the application
by the Country Fire Authority (CFA) for binding
arbitration of its enterprise bargaining agreement
dispute?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I thank the honourable member for his
question. The government is at one in supporting the
resolution of this matter as quickly as possible, and it is
currently before the Fair Work Commission.
Honourable members interjecting.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — When the Country Fire
Authority informed the minister that it was moving to
seek binding arbitration, before it lodged any
application, did the minister or her office pass this
information on to the Premier or his office?
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — Again, there are many discussions going
on throughout this process. We are before the Fair
Work Commission this afternoon, and we are all
working towards a speedy resolution of these matters.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.

Ministers statements: road safety funding
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I rise to update the house on a range of new
initiatives by the Andrews Labor government to
improve road safety in regional areas. Every 2 hours
someone is killed or hospitalised in a road crash across
Victoria, and we know that Victorians are four times
more likely to be killed on country roads. That is why
the Andrews government has made a significant
commitment of $340 million for road safety upgrades
on more than 2500 kilometres of rural and regional
roads across the state, the biggest commitment ever.
Twenty high-speed rural roads with significant crash
histories have been prioritised under this package,
including the Hume Highway, the Calder Freeway, the
Geelong-Bacchus Marsh Road and the Melba
Highway. On these roads alone 42 people have lost
their lives and 350 people have been seriously injured.
The installation of 330 kilometres of flexible barriers on
high-risk, high-volume 100-kilometre-per-hour roads is
expected to reduce run-off-road and head-on crashes by
up to 85 per cent on these sections. Further, the
Andrews government is also providing $51 million for
new overtaking lanes on key arterial roads in regional
Victoria. This initiative will improve travel time and
reliability, reduce crashes and save lives — a great
commitment. Also maintenance is so important for road
safety. That is why we have committed $485 million
towards road safety — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Macedon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon will withdraw from the house for a period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: road safety funding
Questions and statements resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
continue in silence. I ask government and opposition
members to allow the minister to continue in silence.
The Chair must be able to hear the minister’s
contribution.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — We have committed $485 million towards
road asset management in the 2016–17 budget.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lowan
is now warned.
Mr DONNELLAN — That includes $130 million
to repair and replace road surfaces across Victoria, and
85 per cent of this money will be spent in regional
Victoria. Unfortunately there are some people in the
National Party who do not understand that road
maintenance is funded as both an output and asset
initiative, so they are using the wrong figures — and
wrong time — to tweet absolute rubbish.

Hazelwood power station
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — My question is to
the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change. The CEO of Engie, which owns a majority
stake in Hazelwood coal station, has just told a French
senate committee it is considering closing or selling
Hazelwood. As this house would know, I have been
calling on the government to phase out coal in an
orderly and fair way since I was elected, but now the
task of transitioning Victoria’s energy supply simply
seems to be left to coal companies to decide.
As the minister would know, if Hazelwood is sold off
to a shelf company, it will result in significant risks to
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Victoria, especially in the rehabilitation of the mine,
and will also mean more uncertainty for the
community. So closure is a much better outcome than
selling it. My question — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will come
to the question.
Ms SANDELL — What is the government doing to
make sure Hazelwood is closed in an orderly way
rather than sold off?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Melbourne is entitled to put a question to the minister. I
do remind the member, however, that the preamble
becomes part of the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I thank the
member for Melbourne for her question. The only
people who are actually creating and growing the
anxiety for the people in the valley are the Greens over
there. They are the ones who keep running around with
glee. Every time there is a comment on the other side of
the world — every few months — about coal-fired
power stations, up and down they jump in great
excitement and with absolute glee at the prospect of
something happening in the valley. Well, can I just
make it very, very clear: there are no plans that Engie
has to close Hazelwood or Loy Yang B.
Now, we have had discussions with Engie. We
discussed it with Engie this morning in fact. It has
assured us that there are no plans — no immediate
plans — to shut down or sell Hazelwood or Loy
Yang B. Let us also understand this: it is no surprise —
and those opposite know this — that owners of
coal-fired power stations right around the world are
looking to the future and to transition. That is not a
surprise to anybody. Let us be clear about this: there are
no immediate plans for the closure of either Hazelwood
or Loy Yang B.
Let us also be very, very clear that we continue to talk
with the businesses in the valley. We continue to talk
with people right across the valley and in the broader
community. They themselves have been very, very
clear that they have no plans to close Hazelwood and
Loy Yang B. I think the sooner the Greens understand
that there are actually sensitivities at play here in the
community and that any discussions that occur over the
months and over the years have to happen with
confidence and a plan for transition the better.
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Our government remains committed to continuing the
discussion about transitioning our wholesale energy
market to renewable energies. Of course we are doing
that. But to sit there and ask another question about the
future of Hazelwood and the jobs and the people of the
valley with glee shows that the Greens somehow
cannot contain themselves and do other than expose it
to the whole world. They do take great pleasure from
this; they absolutely take great pleasure.
We do not take great pleasure in the jobs prospectively
disappearing. What we do as a government and will do
as a government, as I say to the member for Melbourne,
is work with the community. We will work for them to
have a bright future, a future that is diverse. I know that
together with the Minister for Resources, who is also
the Minister for Industry and Employment, we will
have a plan that will transition and diversify that
economy. We will take the community with us, and that
is what we are doing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The three ministers on
my right are being somewhat vocal today, being
Thursday. I ask the member for Melbourne to put a
supplementary question to the minister. The member is
entitled to silence.
Supplementary question
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I thank the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change for her
response. As the minister says, the companies are
looking to transition away from coal. In fact, the CEO
of Engie has said that it may look to sell Hazelwood if
the Victorian government says we need it for our power
supply. But given the Australian Energy Market
Operator has said that there is an oversupply of
electricity in our grid and that we do not need
Hazelwood for our baseload power, can the minister
confirm that she will communicate to Engie that
Hazelwood is no longer needed for Victoria’s
electricity supply?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I thank the
member for Melbourne for her supplementary question.
I think the whole world knows that there is an
oversupply in the market. I do not have to tell Engie
that there is an oversupply in the market; I think that is
absolutely clear. These things are delicate decisions that
are made by businesses. Businesses make business
decisions every single day — whether to invest,
whether to expand, whether to contract, whether to sell
or whether to close. These are business decisions.
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One thing is for sure: we have got a very clear agenda.
We have a very, very clear commitment to work with
the people in the valley to transition, to look at
diversifying the economy, because previous
governments — those people on the other side — never
wanted to understand the fact that the community needs
to have a future. That is what we are working on — a
future for the valley. Let me be absolutely clear. Engie
itself has made it absolutely clear that it has no plans to
close Hazelwood. It has no plans to close Loy Yang B
and that is the end of it.

Ministers statements: Visit Victoria
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I rise to update the house on the Andrews
Labor government’s new initiatives to grow Victoria’s
visitor economy. This government has embarked on a
once-in-a-generation shake-up of this sector with the
creation of Visit Victoria. An enormous amount of
work has gone into the creation of Visit Victoria, and I
was pleased to announce Mr Peter Bingeman as the
new CEO and Sir Rod Eddington as the chair of the
board.
The 2016–17 budget provides $67 million to ensure
that Visit Victoria gets off to the best start possible. The
$20 million Regional Events Fund will ensure our
regions attract more visitors. This means a boost to their
local economies, support to local businesses and the
creation of more jobs in regional Victoria. This
complements the $101 million Regional Tourism
Infrastructure Fund to further boost this industry. This
budget delivers record investment to support regional
Victoria.
I am delighted to report on the increasing number of
events we are securing for Victoria. These include the
double-header Socceroos versus Greece, the Matildas
versus New Zealand football friendly and, of course,
the Marilyn Monroe exhibition at Bendigo Art Gallery,
to name a few. Our approach is in stark contrast to that
of the Turnbull government, which is making it harder
for the sector. What a debacle the backpacker tax has
been. Pressure from industry and the Prime Minister’s
own colleagues saw a U-turn on this disastrous tax.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now departing from the requirements of
sessional order 7 and is ceasing to inform the house
about new government initiatives. I ask you to bring
him back to compliance and ask him not to debate the
issue.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister may make
a comment in passing. The minister has done that, and I
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now call on the minister to continue in conformity with
the sessional orders.

ministers statement. The minister has 22 seconds on a
ministers statement in silence.

Mr EREN — It is very important that the federal
government be in tune with this very important sector.
It cannot sit back and watch other states do the work for
it. That is why it is so important, and it is a shame that
the opposition does not support the sector. So what I
would further say — —

Mr EREN — Unlike the federal government, the
Andrews Labor government values our $21 million
industry. It is worth 206 000 jobs to our economy, and
of course that is very important. I urge the opposition to
urge the federal government to do the same, care for
this sector and concentrate on it. It is not doing that at
the moment. I urge the opposition, instead of gagging
me, to gag the federal government.

Mr Thompson interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Sandringham
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Sandringham will withdraw from the house for a period
of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Sandringham withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
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Ministers statements: Visit Victoria
Questions and statements resumed.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now defying your ruling. I ask you to bring
him back to compliance with sessional order 7.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events was providing
some information to the house. He has done some
analysis on the federal government impacts, and he is
entitled to share that with the Parliament today. He has
been perfectly in order with sessional order 7.
Ms Ryall — On the point of order, Speaker, in the
last sitting of Parliament you made it absolutely clear
that a passing comment can be made. You have also
stated that in this case. I support the leader of the
opposition business. A passing comment has been
made, and this is not a time to talk about analysis. A
new initiative is the only opportunity that the minister
has to raise, and he needs to hold his comments to that.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The minister is to come back to making a

Police resources
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. Is it a fact that just yesterday a
decision was made that, for the first time ever, over the
peak winter holiday season, Mount Hotham and Falls
Creek, home to thousands of winter holiday-makers
and dozens of licensed premises, will have no police
stationed there at all?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — I can assure
the house that I take my advice from the Chief
Commissioner of Police in these matters and not from
the opposition in terms of what is fact and what is not.
What I have indicated is that we have given the police
record investment — bigger than those opposite did —
to put in place more police on the beat, more
technology, more police and smarter policing. That is
what it is about. And the police commissioner will be
ensuring that we are deploying those police in a way
that ensures our communities are safe.
This is a decision for the police commissioner, and we
are giving him the resources, the powers and the
technology in order to ensure we have a strategy to
reduce crime in this state, so we have got more police
and smarter policing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook will allow the manager of opposition
business to make a point of order in silence, and so will
the three ministers on my right: the Minister for
Planning, the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing, and the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events. I am unable to hear the member for Box Hill.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, my
question was very specific about police at Mount
Hotham and Falls Creek. The minister has now had
plenty of opportunity to set a context to her answer. I
ask you to bring her back to answering the question that
I asked.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order. The minister has now
concluded.
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talking about, rather than the actions of the federal
government. This is exactly what you ruled last sitting
week. What I am asking for you to do is to uphold your
previous ruling.

Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given the minister is the
prime responder for search and rescue, not to mention
public safety, can the minister confirm that the closest
police station to both locations is more than 60 minutes
away in clear weather?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Let us be
really clear here that this is an accusation being made
by those opposite based on — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — Oh, it is fact, apparently! What I
will do: I am not taking my facts from those opposite,
because in most cases they are pretty misleading. I will
certainly ask the police commissioner in my next
discussion with him, but what I will assure this house is
that we are giving the police the resources they need to
make the decisions in the best interests of Victorian
communities to bring down the crime rate in this state.

Ministers statements: rail infrastructure
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased to provide some new information to the
house on a detailed economic analysis that has been
undertaken in relation to the federal Liberal
government’s expenditure on Victorian rail transport
initiatives. After crunching some numbers I can reveal
today the details of the Liberal Prime Minister’s
commitment to rail infrastructure in Victoria. What
does this show? It shows that just under half of every
single dollar the Prime Minister is spending on rail in
Victoria — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
Rulings from the Chair of December 2015. I refer to
page 170, as I did last sitting week, under ‘Government
business’, which states:
Ministers statements must focus on government business.
They may briefly mention actions of previous governments,
but must not concentrate on this area.

Using the exact same ruling, last sitting week you ruled
that that also applied to the federal government. The
minister has spoken for over 30 seconds, and I ask you
to get her to confine her statement to the actions that
she is going to take or the government’s actions that she
is going to take with regard to the topic that she is

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair calls on the
minister to comply with sessional orders and to
continue to make a statement in accordance with the
sessional orders.
Ms ALLAN — I think it is important because it
goes to the future of public transport in Victoria. Just
under half of every dollar the Prime Minister is
spending on public transport in Victoria is going on
19th century steam rail.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, if I am to
understand your ruling, as you have just made it, the
member is in defiance of your ruling, and I would ask
you to bring her back to being in compliance with your
ruling just now and also your ruling of the last sitting
week, that she should concentrate her statement on the
government, being the Victorian government, what it is
doing and its initiatives, not on commentary about the
federal government.
Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Speaker, let
us remember that these are sessional orders that those
opposite oppose. Putting that aside, Speaker, the
compliance with your — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — There is a lot of Puffing Billy over
there, isn’t there?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is entitled
to silence when making a point of order. The minister,
to continue.
Ms ALLAN — Speaker, it is entirely appropriate, as
you have ruled in the past, for ministers, where we have
undertaken analysis of federal government action, to
provide that information to the house on how it applies
to Victoria. If the member opposite wants me to talk
about how this applies to Victoria, he might let me get
to that bit of my ministers statement.
Ms Ryall — On the point of order, Speaker, I do
recall in the last sitting week when you were absolutely
clear that passing reference can be made but that the
substantive amount of the statement must relate to the
actions of this government in relation to that. It cannot
be misconstrued. Your ruling was very, very clear, and
I would ask you to bring the minister back to actually
stating what her government is doing in relation to this.
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Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr Merlino — We are trying to shine a light on this
issue.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr Merlino — A night-light.
You will recall, Speaker, in a previous sitting
week — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will come back to making a statement and will stay
away from referring to the federal government. The
minister, to continue.
Ms ALLAN — I am very pleased to, because
investing in the Melbourne Metro tunnel is investing in
a 21st century public transport system that our city
needs, and that is why we are looking for the Prime
Minister to have a ‘rail to Damascus’ conversion. We
want him to have a conversion on the rail to Damascus
because we need to see more infrastructure investment
in Victoria.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
continue through the Chair.
Mr Merlino — You will recall when I gave a
ministers statement in relation to Gonski funding, in
terms of both the federal government’s position and the
impact on the state government and Victorian schools,
and the analysis undertaken by the Department of
Education and Training. In your ruling you allowed me
to give a ministers statement on that issue and outline
the analysis from the department and its impact on
Victorian schools. That is exactly what the Minister for
Public Transport is doing in relation to investment in
public transport by the federal government and its
impact on Victorian transport.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair did make
rulings last week. The Chair makes judgements and
adjudicates on the basis of each individual statement
and the merit of it or otherwise. In this context it is
appropriate that the minister was explaining the context,
and the minister was entitled to that. The minister now
has 1 minute, however, and I do ask the minister to now
focus on the matters that relate to the state of Victoria.
Ms ALLAN — I am delighted to talk about the
action that the Andrews Labor government is taking to
deliver the Melbourne Metro tunnel, and the recent
state budget provided every single dollar needed to get
this project done. That is what we are doing, and the
reason why we are doing it is we need this 21st century
infrastructure for the world’s most livable city. We all
love Puffing Billy. It is a great piece of infrastructure
for our state, but we need investment in modern public
transport infrastructure as well, and that is why we are
wanting to shine this night-light on underinvestment by
a Liberal government in Victoria.
The Prime Minister claims that he knows that our city
and state need a 21st century public transport system.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is again in defiance of your rulings. I ask you
to caution her that that behaviour is not acceptable in
this chamber.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair requires the
minister to continue in conformity with the sessional
order. The minister has now concluded.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — (Question 7594)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Recently, and with
only three days notice, United Energy told Ormond
traders there was to be a power outage on Saturday,
21 May, from 6.00 a.m. to 11.30 p.m. — a peak time of
trade. My question is: what is the government going to
do to stop these disruptive power outages at such short
notice, which cost businesses thousands of dollars, and
what is being done to compensate these businesses?
Sunnybrook Health Store, upon receiving this advice
from United Energy, paid $4500 for a generator to
ensure the store would be open for customers. Other
stores cancelled staff. On the day before the planned
works the decision was overturned, but a great deal of
damage was already done. The Ormond traders have
been hit hard by the Andrews government’s
mismanagement of the coalition-funded North Road
level crossing removal. This is just another hit to local
businesses.

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 7595) My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety and concerns Evans Road. I
ask: when will Evans Road be reopened to traffic? It
has been 11 long years since the road was closed, and
now, thanks to the Andrews Labor government, it will
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be reopened. As part of the $40 million duplication of
Hallam Road, the notorious intersection of South
Gippsland Highway, Hallam Road and Evans Road
will be upgraded. This vital project will not only
reconnect Lyndhurst and Lynbrook but provide local
residents with a much-needed north–south travel
option. Many local residents have told me of their
frustration when using this intersection and their
concerns about the regular crashes that further increase
congestion. This congestion often spills over into other
surrounding estates as motorists are forced into
rat-running through residential streets to avoid the
intersection. This project will address their concerns
and ensure our local roads are able to meet the needs of
our ever-growing community.

Morwell electorate
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — (Question 7596) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. My question is: what is the latest
information with regard to the provision of bus services
to Latrobe Regional Hospital (LRH). Many local
residents have contacted my office in recent months
expressing their disbelief that despite LRH having a bus
stop, westbound buses travelling from Traralgon to
Morwell are not currently servicing this particular stop.
Of course this has massive implications for patients,
families and visitors, who have to either find alternative
transport or walk vast distances to utilise the existing
westbound bus stop, which is actually located on the
opposite side of the Princes Highway.
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the 2014 election, and last year I accompanied
paramedic Stephen Moody on a night shift, seeing
firsthand the amazing job that paramedics operating
from this station do 24/7. The care these paramedics
give is first class but the facilities they are based in are
substandard. I have raised this matter in the Parliament
previously, I have discussed these issues with the
minister at length and again I ask the minister: when
will the Oak Park ambulance station be upgraded?

Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) —
(Question 7598) My constituency question is for the
Minister for Public Transport and it is in regard to the
Ferntree Gully railway station car park. Prior to the last
election the coalition made a commitment to upgrade
the station car park, which is urgently needed. The then
Labor opposition sought not to match that commitment.
In last year’s budget the government saw fit not to fund
the car park upgrade, but we have now discovered that
in this year’s budget the government is in fact agreeing
to do it, albeit it has removed it from their own website.
It is important that this car park upgrade goes ahead and
that we have the opportunity for additional car spaces.
This is something that impacts on my community
significantly, with the lack of parking at the existing
facility causing people to park in suburban streets. My
question is: how can my residents, traders and
commuters participate in a consultation process with
Public Transport Victoria to ensure their views are
taken into consideration?

Gippsland Rotary Centenary House, which provides
accommodation for patients undergoing cancer
treatment in the hospital precinct, had previously
written to Public Transport Victoria and received a
response in July 2015 that stated works were in
progress to utilise the hospital bus stop, but nearly
12 months later there are still no westbound bus
services to the hospital. I therefore ask the minister for
this latest information, given its importance to patients,
families and visitors to Latrobe Regional Hospital.

Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (Question 7599) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs. Recently the government
announced a pilot to tackle unconscious bias. What is
the latest information on the development of an
implementation plan for this groundbreaking pilot,
which will have a major benefit for residents in my
electorate?

Pascoe Vale electorate

Eildon electorate

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) —
(Question 7597) My question is for the Minister for
Health. The current Oak Park ambulance station is
close to 50 years old and no longer meets the needs of
today’s modern ambulance services. It is no longer fit
for purpose for the 70 or so paramedics who respond to
more than 1300 call-outs each month. I understand the
issues faced by the Oak Park ambulance station because
I have had productive discussions regarding the needs
of the station with paramedic Dave Shearer since before

Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — (Question 7600) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. What is the plan for the future of the
Warburton Highway? So many of my constituents have
contacted me to complain about the number of changes
to speed limits along the highway. Unusually, the
38-kilometre stretch between Lilydale and East
Warburton has 40, 50, 60, 70, 80 and
90 kilometre-per-hour speed limits. These constant
changes are extremely frustrating for motorists. The

Essendon electorate
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locals in the Upper Yarra are also concerned about
increased traffic as a result of the mountain bike hub
and Edgewater developments in Warburton coming
online. Both are expected to create jobs and attract
tourists. Locals fear that the government has failed to
recognise the impacts that these developments will have
on the local roads. The matter of how the government
plans to deal with the Warburton Highway is of utmost
concern and interest to those in the Upper Yarra.

St Albans electorate
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — (Question 7601)
My constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport in regard to the 418 bus route. I have
previously asked the minister about bus route 418 in
St Albans. The bus route was cut under the previous
government, leaving elderly pensioners struggling with
the new route as they relied on the previous route for
their day-to-day needs. Public Transport Victoria has
undertaken a review of the current route, so my
question to the minister is: what is the outcome of this
review?

Polwarth electorate
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — (Question 7602) My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Can the minister tell me if VicRoads has plans in place
to manage the inevitable increase in traffic through to
the west of Colac upon the completion of the
much-anticipated Princes Highway west duplication?
The electorate of Polwarth has waited a long time for
the Princes Highway west duplication. This major piece
of state infrastructure will link western Victoria with
Melbourne, Sydney and the world via three major
airports and Australia’s two largest ports, but this road
ends in a growing town with a two-lane roadway dotted
with alternating speed signs, traffic lights and a plethora
of uncontrolled road crossings. Today I have presented
a petition with over 2600 signatures organised and
gathered by Colac stalwart Ruth Spokes. The petition
demonstrates growing concern over the lack of a public
plan to deal with the growing traffic numbers at a
crucial mid-town uncontrolled intersection. As Kevin
Costner said, ‘Build it and they will come’. For the
benefit of growth in Polwarth, we need a plan.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) —
(Question 7603) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I ask the minister:
what is the latest information on what is being done by
the Andrews government regarding road safety,
particularly the School Safety Panel? This is in regard
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to Fawkner Primary School, a school in my electorate
with fewer than 200 students. The president of the
school council wrote to me raising concerns regarding
the risk to the safety of children around the school
while crossing the road. The school was advised that
Moreland City Council has previously informed it that
the school does not meet the council’s quota of car or
pedestrian volume to be allocated crossing supervisors,
meaning that it can only provide supervisors at a cost of
just under $20 000 per supervisor per crossing per year.
They have asked what is being done by the Andrews
government to cater for schools such as Fawkner
Primary School and if any recommendations have been
made by the School Safety Panel, which has been
established to look at these issues and hopefully provide
a remedy for this situation.

WITNESS PROTECTION AMENDMENT
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my honour to
speak on the Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016,
which is very important legislation. Firstly, I will pay
some credit, if I may, to the Kirner government, which
was the first jurisdiction in Australia to legislate for
witness protection by passing the Witness Protection
Act 1991. The second-reading speech of the then police
minister, the Honourable Mal Sandon, states that the act
was:
… designed to help the police combat organised crime and to
solve major crimes of violence —

and —
… encourage witnesses to come forward, safe in the
knowledge that they will be fully protected …

I also want to briefly touch on the importance of this
legislation. As the member for Box Hill said, the
previous government did kick off the process
essentially with the review conducted by the
Honourable Frank Vincent, under the member for
Rowville when he was Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. It was then taken up by the former
police minister, Minister Noonan, and by Minister Scott
in his time as acting police minister.
This is an area of public policy that has bipartisan
support. The parliamentary library has provided an
outstanding brief on the history of witness protection
since 1991. Essentially you can have no rule of law if
you do not have a strong witness protection regime.
This legislation goes to the heart of the purpose of
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witness protection, its governance, its administration,
having community confidence and making sure that
there is a deterrent to witness intimidation.
As Frank Vincent said, no witness equals no case. We
must do everything we can as a government to make
sure that all the work that went into the review
conducted by Frank Vincent is acknowledged, and this
legislation is about ensuring that all the
recommendations are implemented.
I note that the Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence is at the table. When you read the history of
witness protection in this state, you find that it was once
really about violence and protecting people. That is
very much what has been at the heart of witness
protection for a very long time. I know the royal
commission did not go into any real detail or make
recommendations around this area of public policy on
witness protection, but I think we must recognise just
how important witness protection is in the 21st century.
It is an important area of violence and family violence,
so we need to have an incredibly strong regime in
place.
I remember when the Hodson murders occurred. Like
everyone right across the state, I was incredibly
shocked. This family had refused witness protection.
Essentially they believed that their own personal
security at their home would be okay and that they
would be safe. History has proven that that was not the
case. One of the big areas of witness protection that
does need to be grappled with is witnesses who refuse
witness protection. Frank Vincent should be
commended for his wide-scoping report.
I also want to highlight an article that appeared in the
Age of 2 February last year. The article refers to
Mr Ron Iddles, who, as we all know, is now the
secretary of Police Association Victoria. The article
states:
Mr Iddles said the force’s desire to solve corruption or other
high-profile cases often overrode the need to prioritise ‘the
safety of witnesses’.
‘We all want to have a successful outcome in relation to court
cases, but I don’t think we do it at the expense of a witness’s
life’, he said.
Mr Iddles also revealed he recently told retired judge Frank
Vincent —

who at the time was leading the review of the state’s
witness protection laws —
… that further reforms are needed, including measures to
better protect witnesses who don’t want to join the witness
protection program …
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‘We need to look at how we are going to look after that
witness …
‘Sometimes we think, ‘Well that’s it, job’s been done, we’ve
got the conviction, let’s move on’. That witness is still at risk
for the rest of their life’.

I touched on the Hodson case earlier, but there have
also been other cases, and I am sure speakers who
follow me will highlight them all.
I think it is very important, though, to highlight that all
of Mr Vincent’s work, all of the eight
recommendations, are being implemented. I am not
going to go through every one in detail, but I do want to
highlight that the amendments to the Witness
Protection Act 1991 include a clear purpose and
underlying principles. Secondly, the scope of the act is
extended to include high-risk witnesses and their
families who are either unwilling or unsuitable to enter
the witness protection program. Just on that point I
made before, for witnesses that do not want to enter the
program, what measures are going to be put in place to
ensure their safety? The chief commissioner should still
be responsible for implementation of the act and its
broad discretion, though that should now probably be
based on the act’s purpose and principles.
The wide immunity available to police and other
officials in relation to witness protection should be
removed. Instead Frank Vincent recommended that
indemnity should be limited to the decision to enter or
not to enter a person into the witness protection
program and the activities of the registry of births,
deaths and marriages regarding the making, alteration
or cancelling of records in line with Supreme Court
orders. He also recommended that the terms of a
memorandum of understanding between the chief
commissioner and those entering the witness protection
program or alternative arrangements should be legally
enforceable and that each case under the Witness
Protection Act should be reviewed at least once every
two years. In the interests of public accountability he
said an independent body should monitor the operations
of the act to ensure the act’s principles are put into
practice, and the operation of the act should be reported
publicly, subject to the relevant security and operational
requirements. Finally, he said there should be a new
indictable offence to deal with witness intimidation
behaviours, with a maximum penalty of five years.
This government does take very seriously measures to
keep the community safe. We have also worked with
police to give them the powers and resources that they
do need. We are implementing all eight
recommendations, ensuring that legislative change, as
recommended by the Honourable Frank Vincent is
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done in accordance with his review of the Witness
Protection Act. As I mentioned earlier, it was the
previous government that first announced the review
back in March 2014, and as I said earlier, several
ministers later there is bipartisan support on this issue.
This review and this legislative reform we are doing
will ensure that witness protection is well functioning
and that the rule of law is applied and maintained. The
review that Mr Vincent undertook really does build the
case for sensible and targeted legislative change to
improve the governance administration of witness
protection structures. Upholding the criminal law and
maintaining civil order depend on witnesses being
prepared to give evidence to the court. As I said earlier,
in Mr Vincent’s own words, ‘No witness equals no
case’.
In my remaining minutes I do want to once again
highlight the work put in all the way back to the Kirner
government, and I highlight the work of Mal Sandon, to
put Victoria very much at the forefront of witness
protection regimes. When you read through the
parliamentary library’s brief on this bill, you see
successive governments — the Kennett government,
the Bracks and Brumby governments, the Baillieu and
Napthine governments and the Andrews
government — all working to ensure that we have a
strong whistleblower protection scheme.
We have made very important strides in this area. I do
believe that a lot more work needs to be done. As the
minister said in his second-reading speech:
Upholding the criminal law and maintaining civil order
depend to a large extent on people’s willingness to participate
in and cooperate with the criminal justice system.

I really do believe that the matters the Honourable
Frank Vincent looked at and the recommendations in
this legislative reform go to the heart of making sure
that we have a strong witness protection regime. I do
believe that the Hodson murders in particular shocked
everyone right across this state. We need to make sure
that essentially there has been cultural change in
relation to witness protection and that police work very
thoroughly when dealing with anyone. Whether they be
high profile or low profile, if they are needing witness
protection, it should be done to the nth degree. We can
never repeat what we saw in that instance.
I am very happy to commend this legislation to the
house. I think it is great that the opposition has also
supported it. Successive governments have wanted to
ensure that we have a strong legislative regime in
relation to witness protection. We now have the
Vincent review, and the time line of the act’s history
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right back to the Kirner government has seen a range of
measures introduced. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Witness Protection
Amendment Bill 2016, and I echo the comments of the
member for Niddrie about the bipartisan nature of this
piece of legislation. As has been pointed out, the
criminal law relies quite considerably on witnesses.
Indeed in most instances if you have no witness, you
have no case. I guess that is why it was alarming to read
some of the comments made by the Honourable Frank
Vincent, AO, QC, in his report that indicated that
Victoria Police kept ‘remarkably little’ data about those
in its care and that the witness protection program was
not highly valued by police. That is a concern, and I
will come back to that in a bit more detail later.
As has been outlined, this bill implements the eight
recommendations of the Vincent review. That review
was established by a former Minister for Police, the
member for Rowville. The bill is a continuation of
important reforms over the years that have ensured that
our criminal justice system works well, that those who
are party to it, from a witness perspective, are protected
and that justice is served.
The bill amends the Witness Protection Act 1991,
which is the principal act, and the Crimes Act 1958,
and makes a number of other consequential
amendments, and as I said, it implements the eight
recommendations from the Vincent review, which was
tabled in Parliament only two months ago. The reforms
of the bill improve the governance administration of
witness protection in Victoria, including in particular
giving the Public Interest Monitor (PIM) a role in the
oversight of the witness protection program. The
independent oversight is split between the PIM and
IBAC, with the PIM monitoring witness protection
decisions, providing assurance that decisions are made
in accordance with the witness protection principles and
in the public interest, while IBAC will do the annual
audit of police compliance with record keeping under
the act. On that point, it was again a little bit concerning
to read some aspects of the Vincent report. It was
reported in the Herald Sun on the day of the release of
the report that there was limited staffing and limited
resources put to even basic record keeping in the
witness protection program. The bill will go some way
towards addressing some of those deficiencies.
The bill also extends the scope of the act’s governance
reforms to a broader range of witness protection
conduct. As the member for Box Hill and the member
for Niddrie have outlined, participation in the witness
protection program results in a fundamental change in a
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person’s lifestyle. They regularly have to undergo a full
change of identity and undertake a new lifestyle, cutting
their ties with family and friends and often moving
interstate or potentially even overseas. These are
measures that cannot be imposed on a person easily
unless they are willing to be involved, so there are some
high-risk witnesses and those witnesses who are either
unwilling or incapable of cooperating with these kinds
of measures and whom Victoria Police protects as
so-called category B people through alternative
arrangements outside the act.
This bill brings a new decision-making and governance
arrangement to bear on those categories of witnesses
and also goes on to provide some of the statutory
protections that exist, such as FOI exemptions and
criminal offences for those who knowingly expose the
identities of such people to put them at risk. That will
also extend to these category B witnesses. There is also
a narrowing of the scope of the current broad immunity
provided in the act so that it is targeted to the key
decisions of the Chief Commissioner of Police to
provide or not provide protective assistance and to
facilitate any Supreme Court-ordered name changes.
Of course an important element of the bill is that which
deters witness intimidation through a new witness
intimidation offence, attracting up to 10 years
imprisonment. The member for Niddrie highlighted a
number of very high-profile cases of severe witness
intimidation. Indeed we know of the very distressing
attacks and indeed deaths of some witnesses in key
cases that have occurred over the years. This new
offence fills a gap in the law between the summary
offence of harassing a witness, which carries a one-year
maximum penalty, and the common-law offence of
attempting to pervert the course of justice, which carries
a penalty of up to 25 years imprisonment. Consistent
with the offence of attempting to pervert the course of
justice, the new offence covers the intimidation of
witnesses, potential witnesses and other justice system
participants, such as judicial officers, prosecutors and
jurors and their loved ones or business interests where
the requisite intent can be made out. These are
important changes that will ensure that the law can be
implemented without fear or favour from those who
would seek to get away with — in some cases
literally — murder and particularly make sure that our
witnesses are protected.
The member for Box Hill has indicated that we
certainly support this bill on the basis that it is the right
thing to do but also on the basis that it is based on the
recommendations of the Vincent review that was
commissioned by the coalition in government in March
2014. At that time the former coalition government
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implemented interim legislative provisions via the
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2014 which
ensured that the important aspects of the bill now being
enacted were at least put in in an interim sense, because
upholding the criminal law and maintaining civil order
depends on the preparedness of witnesses to give
evidence and to testify in court. Often it is in a very
uncomfortable situation for witnesses, where known
and often violent criminals, criminal gangs and other
organised crime networks are involved. There are
certainly fears for those witnesses in any case. I must
say that in my own case I would be nervous about
providing evidence in a court irrespective of the
accused, but certainly in these more high-profile cases
involving career criminals and organised crime it would
be a brave thing to do. It is important that our witnesses
are protected and given the appropriate legal protection
and practical protection.
The Honourable Frank Vincent has outlined a number
of those shortcomings in the way the police manage the
system at the moment. As I referred to earlier, on the
day of the release of the report the Herald Sun reported
some of Mr Vincent’s comments. He said that witness
protection was ‘not highly valued’ by police and was
viewed as an ‘unfortunate necessity’ for successful
investigations. Of more concern is this statement:
Indeed, the fate of some persons admitted to the program over
the years was at the time unknown and has subsequently been
the subject of a remediation process.

In other words, police actually lost track of some of
their witnesses, which is a concern for justice and also
for those people’s safety in the future. Mr Vincent also
said:
I am strongly of the view that even in the absence of
appropriate governance structures, if the proper role and
significance of witness protection had been appreciated at the
higher level of police command, many of the problems
encountered today would not have emerged.

He was highlighting that there was as much a cultural
problem as there was a structural problem. I hope that
the passage of this bill will not only address any of the
structural problems but also send a signal from the
Parliament to the police and to police command that the
witness protection program must be treated seriously
and that appropriate attention and resources must be
given to the protection of witnesses in these important
cases. As such the opposition is pleased to support the
bill, and I commend it to the house.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is my pleasure
to rise in support of the Witness Protection Amendment
Bill 2016. As we have heard, this bill comes on the
back of the review of the Witness Protection Act 1991
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undertaken by the Honourable Frank Vincent, AO, QC.
This review examined whether the Witness Protection
Act 1991 remains fit for purpose and whether anything
can essentially be done to improve it. More specifically
this bill will implement all eight of the
recommendations in Mr Vincent’s report, which
outlined some necessary legislative reform. Seven of
these recommendations concerned improving the
operation of the Witness Protection Act and one of the
recommendations concerned deterring witness
intimidation.

2125

into account many considerations when deciding
whether to include a witness into the program. These
considerations include the seriousness of the offence,
the importance of the witness’s evidence, the witness’s
criminal history, medical or psychological
examinations, risk assessments and the availability of
any alternatives to witness protection.

We know that for our criminal law to work properly
and, most importantly, justly we need people to
participate in and cooperate with the criminal justice
system. Sometimes this comes at great personal risk
and we need to be able to mitigate that risk and protect
witnesses in order to encourage their participation.
Without witnesses, and more importantly without
witnesses who are prepared to share the information
that they have, courts often cannot secure convictions.
It is as simple as that. In that sense witnesses are vital to
the functioning of the rule of law in this country and in
many others.

The decision to be part of the witness protection
program obviously requires consent and cooperation
from the witness. It cannot be imposed upon someone.
Being on the program requires an individual and
sometimes their entire family to undergo significant life
changes such as a new identity, a new lifestyle and
cutting ties with friends and family. It is really quite
onerous in that regard and therefore it is not the sort of
thing you would expect we could impose upon
somebody without them being actively willing and able
to maintain, I suppose, their own anonymity. These are
very significant changes to an individual’s
circumstances and obviously also require a very high
level of personal sacrifice for those who participate in
the program, and there is often quite a high level of
danger.

There has been much coverage in recent months
outlining concerns about the operation of the witness
protection program as it currently stands. Much of the
coverage has focused on circumstances around very
high-profile cases like the Hodson murders and the
subsequent murder in prison of Carl Williams, but the
issues identified go beyond those headline cases. The
Vincent report raises concerns about the unavailability
of data about those in the witness protection program
and about attitudes towards the program within Victoria
Police, or a cultural problem, as the former speaker
termed it. There have also been concerns about whether
the level of care provided to some witnesses was
sufficient. This is obviously a significant issue in that to
attract people to give statements and evidence they
have to have confidence in the program’s ability to
protect them. If there are shortcomings in the program
that mean the protection is not at the level it should be,
obviously it is going to be more difficult to encourage
people to make use of the program for the greater good,
if you like, of securing convictions of dangerous
criminals.

The chief commissioner also has discretion as to what
kinds of protection measures are provided. This is a
very broad discretion but it will be given greater clarity
through the bill before us today. The bill retains the
chief commissioner’s discretion but will assist
decision-making by providing a clear purpose and new
principles that will be independently monitored by the
Public Interest Monitor (PIM). The Public Interest
Monitor will have a real-time monitoring role in
relation to important witness protection decisions. This
will provide some assurance that these decisions are
made in accordance with both witness protection
principles and the public interest. The chief
commissioner will be required to take the PIM’s
recommendations or reports into account when making
key witness protection decisions. However, the PIM
cannot direct the chief commissioner to make a
different witness protection decision. The bill will also
require case reviews at least every two years and it will
require appropriate public reporting of activity under
the act. That goes to a greater level of transparency of
the program and better governance.

It should also be noted though that in addition to the
reforms outlined in the bill today, Victoria Police itself
has made improvements to how it manages the witness
protection program, and it has allocated additional
resources to the program. I think all in this place would
agree that those efforts are welcome. As we have heard,
the Chief Commissioner of Police administers the
Victorian witness protection program and must take

Further reforms include extending the Witness
Protection Act’s scope to include a broader range of
high-risk witnesses who may be unsuitable or unwilling
for entry into the Victorian witness protection program
but who are subsequently provided with alternative
protection arrangements. I said earlier that the program
requires significant life changes, and the reality is that
some people are unwilling or unable to make the
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required changes to enter the program. These so-called
category B witnesses are protected through alternative
arrangements that currently sit outside the act. The
Vincent review notes that there are:
… practical limitations on what can be done —

to protect these witnesses — but also states:
… it does not follow that there should be no responsibility to
take reasonable steps to protect them, if for no other reason
than that it is very much in the community’s interest to do so.

By bringing these witnesses under the act via the
provision of alternative protection arrangements, an
improved governance and accountability framework
will apply. Other statutory protections in the act will
also apply, including the Freedom of Information Act
1982 exemptions and a criminal offence for those who
knowingly disclose information about such people and
put them at risk.
This bill will also remove the act’s current broad
immunity for police conduct in order to increase police
accountability for delivering protective assistance. In
accordance with the Vincent review’s
recommendations, existing immunities will continue for
key decisions of the chief commissioner to provide or
not provide protective assistance and for the Victorian
Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages staff to
facilitate Supreme Court-ordered name changes.
Finally, as other speakers have touched on, a very
significant measure in this bill is that it will create a
new offence with up to 10 years jail for intimidation
towards or reprisals against witnesses or third parties
because of a person’s known or believed involvement
in a criminal investigation or proceeding. This will fill a
gap that currently exists within the criminal law. This
new offence does not replace the current summary
offence, which essentially means that the police have
greater flexibility when they charge an individual who
they suspect has been engaging in intimidating
behaviour towards a witness.
What we see is that this bill implements some
much-needed reforms to the witness protection
program, a program that is incredibly important to
ensuring the police and the courts can secure
convictions for serious criminal offenders. I know from
discussions quite unrelated to this bill that I was having
with a friend and constituent that there can occasionally
be some discomfort among some in our communities
that, in order to secure convictions, we may need to
protect other sometimes equally unsavoury people, or
those with a variation in the degree of unsavouriness. In
having that conversation and thinking about that level
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of discomfort and about the reality of protecting some
who themselves have significant criminal backgrounds
in order to secure convictions of others, we really need
to focus on the fact that ultimately it is about a balance
and that the outcome does usually justify the means,
especially when the alternative may well be that serious
offenders escape punishment entirely. I suppose one of
the benefits, too, of having someone in witness
protection is that their whereabouts are known and their
contact either directly or indirectly with the police is, if
not frequent, monitored to a degree where others are
kept largely out of harm’s way, you would hope.
Ultimately this bill is very sensible. It meets a need that
has been well identified in the press in recent times and
also among those seeking protection and others in the
legal profession. I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016.
In an ideal world, when someone breaks the law,
witnesses would come forward immediately to provide
evidence that could lead to a conviction, recognising it
is their civic duty. However, often what stops a
witness’s willingness to give testimony is fear of
retribution. Witness protection is particularly important
in the fight against organised crime, whether it is bikie
gangs, the Mafia, Apex or terrorists. Traditionally these
groups operate as closed societies that dispense their
own forms of violent justice against ‘rats’, or
informants. If members step out of line or become a
risk to the functioning of the crime syndicate, the threat
of harm to the prospective witnesses and their families,
whether real or imagined, is often enough to prevent
them from coming forward to give evidence. However,
it is in the community’s interest that our authorities are
able to penetrate these organisations to break them
down and obtain convictions of ringleaders and
henchmen.
Sometimes at the crime scene physical evidence will
not be found, particularly when dealing with crime
syndicates capable of meticulously planning and
executing crimes to avoid identification. Sometimes
this is done with the help of insiders in the justice
system, and this is when witness evidence becomes
pivotal to a trial. It also can be a dangerous time for a
prospective witness, as witnesses to organised crime are
seldom innocent bystanders. Rather, they are likely to
be someone directly linked to the organisation. It is
with this knowledge that the police can consider
offering the status of protected witness and penal codes
can offer a lighter punishment or other benefits to help
zero in on the centre of the organised crime syndicate.
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Currently, in deciding whether a witness qualifies for
witness protection, the Chief Commissioner of Police
must have regard to the seriousness of the offence, the
importance of the witness’s evidence, the witness’s
criminal history, a risk assessment, medical and
psychological examinations, if required, and the
availability of alternative methods to protect the
witness. While that may be fairly robust, it has become
apparent that issues have developed at the backend for
people who have qualified for witness protection, and
these issues must be dealt with.
The last time witness protection was reviewed was in
2005, by the Office of Police Integrity. This review
found that Victoria’s police needed greater awareness
about the risk to witnesses, particularly those who fall
short of the criteria for protection. The Honourable
Frank Vincent, QC, recently reviewed the Witness
Protection Act 1991 and made seven recommendations
to improve the operation of the act and one
recommendation to deter witness intimidation, and this
bill implements all eight recommendations.
Somewhat disturbingly, it was reported in the Herald
Sun of 24 March that the report found that police had
lost track of people in Victoria’s witness protection
program, and keep little data about the people in their
care. It is astounding that this has occurred, given it was
11 years ago that the last review was completed. The
reason for the lack of data was attributed to inadequate
police resourcing and a low level of appreciation by
higher police command of the importance of witness
protection. Compounding the problem, only three
members of the witness protection unit had undertaken
the national witness protection training course.
Mr Vincent said that the failures were as much cultural
as they were structural in nature.
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including them in the bill, it will provide a mechanism
for improved governance and accountability.
The bill will redress absolute immunity for conduct
under the Witness Protection Act in relation to the chief
commissioner, police officers, IBAC, and officials of
the births, deaths and marriages registry. It also
empowers the Public Interest Monitor to provide
independent assurance that witness protection decisions
are consistent with the act and in the public interest. It
strengthens IBAC to audit Victoria Police’s compliance
with record-keeping requirements for witness
protection documentation. The bill will also require a
review of each case at least every two years. The bill
amends the Crimes Act 1958 to prohibit the
intimidation of and reprisals against witnesses and other
people involved in criminal investigations.
I do not have any significant concerns with the bill.
Each amendment represents an improvement in how
the witness protection program is administered.
However, I am disappointed that the review from 2005,
which was also under a Labor government, failed to
detect the issues identified in this review, which clearly
have been present for a very long time, especially with
regard to record keeping and follow-up.
I do wonder, though, whether enough consideration has
been given to ways of easing some roadblocks for
witnesses in protection, which include difficulty in
finding work because they cannot provide the details of
former employers, difficulty getting a marriage licence
if they want to remarry, and the fact that they lose their
home and their car and sometimes their family. It is a
big roll of the dice a witness makes when deciding to
cooperate. For many, it is similar to a bereavement, in
that they must say goodbye to everyone they love.

It was also found that some witnesses who were not
subject to the highest levels of protection had lost
support once they had given evidence. Without
immediate reform, other prospective witnesses would
be left feeling vulnerable and have little confidence in
the police’s ability to provide adequate protection to
make the risk worth it to the witnesses.

We have to remember that it is not just associates of
criminal organisations that go into witness protection. It
is often completely innocent people. For example, in
the UK a woman who was raped by someone she knew
underwent sustained intimidation from friends of her
attacker. Her flat was trashed and her children were
targeted. She and her children had to go into witness
protection.

The key changes this bill makes include that
decision-making by the chief commissioner will be
guided by new witness protection principles that will be
monitored by the Public Interest Monitor, and the bill
will introduce alternative arrangements for witnesses
and their family members who are either unsuitable or
unwilling to make behavioural changes to enter the
witness protection program. These arrangements fall
outside the witness protection program. However, by

Witnesses, who are often also victims, have no choice
and often their only hope is to live an existence in
identity limbo. In extreme cases, witnesses may be
forced into relocating overseas, and even then they
report never knowing the feeling of safety ever again.
They always look over their shoulder. And it is not a
glamorous life. An article in the magazine section of
BBC News online has quotes from one of the UK’s
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witness protection program’s top case managers. It
says:
For many people entering the scheme, the threat to their lives
is so great that they must say goodbye to friends and
family — sometimes forever.
‘It’s been likened to a bereavement …

There is another quote, from a woman called Carla,
who is in witness protection in the UK:
It’s not glamorous. You don’t get put in a nice big house
somewhere and get loads of money in your bank … That’s
what a lot of people think that happens when you go into
something like this, but you just don’t. Your life is no better
or no worse.

Probably for the purposes of keeping these individuals
safe, there is little the general public knows about
exactly how witness protection operates in practical
terms. Yet the witness’s decision can have a
tremendous impact on our safety as a community. I am
not saying they should be rolling it up on the taxpayer
dollar like a Real Housewife of Melbourne, but nor
should innocent witnesses be almost on the poverty
line. This group of people cannot come forward easily
and advocate for their rights without risking identifying
themselves, so I felt it was worth putting on the record
that the reality of life on the witness protection program
may be a far stretch from what Victorians imagine.
A strong witness protection regime is vital to having
safer streets, and I am pleased that the government has
committed to implementing all eight recommendations
made by Mr Vincent.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Witness
protection reforms are vital and urgent because they are
of fundamental importance to maintaining the rule of
law. Put simply, in the words of former Supreme Court
judge Frank Vincent, ‘No witness equals no case’, and I
am delighted that the Victorian government is
implementing all eight recommendations of his review.
This is particularly important because what he found
was that Victoria Police actually lost track of people in
the witness protection program.
I know it sounds extraordinary that that would be a
revelation in a report to the Victorian government in
this time, but I can actually provide some background
from a part of my professional career as an
investigative journalist when I was at the ABC with
regard to witness protection in relation to two of the
most heinous crimes in this state’s history, the Russell
Street bombing and the random selection and execution
of two young and innocent police officers in Walsh
Street, South Yarra. I had dealings with people who
were involved in witness protection regarding the
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Russell Street bombing, and that in itself, the fact that
the ABC was able to get an interview with somebody
who was then in witness protection, echoes that the
police had lost contact with this person.
That is why I am saying these reforms are vital and
urgent, because there are systemic problems. While
Frank Vincent has gone out of his way to look at what
can be done in a cultural and structural way, I would
add that these have been historical problems as well.
This is a very important piece of legislation, and I am
glad to hear it will have bipartisan support. I want to
commend the government for acting so swiftly on this
matter that is vital to the conduct of the criminal justice
system.
Just to put this in context — I am going back to the
early 1990s now; that is why I am saying it beggars
belief that similar sorts of problems echo today and that
this is what could happen — I quote Frank Vincent
himself. He is reported as having said:
… it was a ‘sorry state of affairs’ that police did not keep
‘even a rudimentary manual register’ of witness protection
cases, which the force told him would have been
‘prohibitively onerous’.

That, I guess, goes to the issue of resourcing that needs
to be addressed. The report continues:
‘The approach to witness protection within Victoria Police
has been based throughout on the view that, although not part
of the ordinary policing functions, the provision of protective
assistance is an unfortunate necessity if investigations are to
be successfully pursued, but it was not highly valued …

This is a critical point. With some witnesses who go
into protection the issue is that they may have either
been players themselves within the crime or have long
criminal histories. So this is a delicate negotiation on
how they end up being witnesses to testify, to seek
justice, and I think this is the cultural flashpoint
between some police officers and witnesses.
To go to the case regarding the protected witness for the
Walsh Street murders, there were accusations that he
made that he was not given what he had expected to be
given under the negotiated proposition. He later said
that he had been given undertakings about plastic
surgery and a new identity and other things that were
not, he claimed, adhered to. So this, as I say, is a really
important but sensitive area of the negotiations so that
you have people who are protected witnesses who are
testifying, and their motive then becomes a critical
point as well. I am just concerned that it has gone on for
so long, given the insight that I was able to have
decades ago.
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To go to what the remedy is, I think this is important. I
would like to acknowledge Frank Vincent for not just
his long and distinguished career at the bar as a QC and
a judge but his career after his time on the bench and
the way that he has provided valuable insights and
experience. He was the trial judge at both the Walsh
Street murders and the Russell Street bombing trials, so
he understands probably better than anybody else how
this tension between police on one hand and protected
witnesses on the other plays out — getting to those
cultural and structural issues I think has been really
important.
I would also like to commend the assistance that he has
provided on other issues, just on a personal level, with
the inquiry into the child sexual abuse that delivered the
Betrayal of Trust report. He provided invaluable
guidance to all the members of the Family and
Community Development Committee, and that is a
unanimous view. I think it is important that we do see
the value of our elders and the experience and insight
that they bring, so I would like to put that on the record
in the house.
The approach to witness protection within Victoria
Police, as Mr Vincent identified, has been based
throughout on the view that, although not part of the
ordinary policing functions, the provision of protective
assistance was an unfortunate necessity. I think that
needs to be addressed and that it is seen and framed in a
different light. The fact that it has not been highly
valued in the past I think needs to be addressed because
the end result is if we do not have witnesses, we do not
get a trial and there can be no convictions to bring those
accountable to justice.
Failures in this area have been cultural and structural,
and although there has been a great deal of attention
given to this aspect over recent times, it is not clearly
evident that the situation has sufficiently changed. That
was another criticism that Mr Vincent made. I think
that is also troublesome — that even though the
problems had been identified, the change had not
occurred. Mr Vincent is reported as having said that:
… some witnesses who were not subject to the highest level
of protection had lost support once they had given evidence in
criminal proceedings.

That is the reference that I am making to one of the
protected witnesses in the Walsh Street killings, of
course one of the most controversial trials that we have
had in Victoria.
These are the deficiencies that I am glad are now being
addressed by this legislation so that witnesses will be
able to testify. I would like to acknowledge the Minister
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for Finance who is at the table and who as the Acting
Minister for Police readily came out straightaway and
said that witness protection reforms would ‘ensure
greater oversight and accountability’, and the
government has acted on that. This is a bipartisan
approach. The review was instigated by the former
government, and the Andrews government will take
every measure required to keep the community safe,
work with the police and give them the powers and
resources that they need.
The government is implementing all eight
recommendations made by the Honourable Frank
Vincent for legislative change. It is really important to
make sure that we get to the point where witnesses can
testify, can have greater certainty about their security
and the public can have greater certainty about their
motive and then when they get to court that is tested in
a rigorous and adversarial way. That is the mechanism
we have to try to get to the obtainable truth. I think this
will enhance our criminal justice regime, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016 on behalf of
both The Nationals and the electorate of Mildura. The
purpose of the bill is to amend the principal act to
improve the governance and administration of
protection and assistance provided under the act and to
promote community confidence in the operation of
witness protection schemes. A part of this is to extend
the act’s scope to improve witnesses facing high-level
risk and whose arrangements for protection assistance
currently fall outside the act. I think this is important.
As we look at this, the focus of my speech will be
applying this to criminal activity, particularly the
criminal activity associated with outlaw motorcycle
gangs and how they are active in the communities I
represent.
Similarly, at this point I want to pay tribute right up
front to the work done by the police in their
investigations that are undertaken particularly in
relation to outlaw motorcycle gangs. They are well
known for the activity they get up to, and they are very
much attributed within the Mildura electorate as being
behind the current scourge of the drug ice. In order to
do that police have had to have high levels of
intelligence and have had to rely on information from a
whole lot of sources to combat these operations. Outlaw
motorcycle gangs are highly organised, very well
structured and very well resourced. That means that we
have to match that with a police force that can do that.
During the previous government’s time additional
police came to Mildura, and many of those were placed
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into two key areas: family violence and dealing with
criminal activity, particularly of drugs and the outlaw
motorcycle gangs. In order to gain that intelligence and
ultimately convert that intelligence into a conviction in
court, you are going to need witnesses to give reliable
evidence. That is where we come to the nature of this
bill, which is updating what is offered.
I will now work through some of the specifics involved
here. It extends the scope of the act to include witnesses
facing a high level of risk. I think anyone who has
anything to do with outlaw motorcycle gangs will know
that there is a high level of risk. They do very heavily
enforce silence; they do intimidate people; and that is
very much a barrier. When there is serious criminal
activity involved — and it seems by the presence of
these gangs that they are very much involved in serious
criminal activity — there is a risk to anybody who talks
to the police, and even more so, anyone who goes on
and is prepared to give evidence. We do need to
properly protect these people.
The bill establishes the principles to which specified
persons may have regard when making decisions to
take action under the act. We do need guidelines about
how we are going to protect the people who give
evidence. The bill establishes a framework for
independent monitoring of the operation of the act and
limited public reporting of activity under the act subject
to the appropriate safeguards. As I said, we need a
framework not only for the police who are initially
working with people who are prepared to give
information but also we need to be out there for those
people to have confidence that the system will protect
them if they take that step. The bill also revises the
immunities under the act. This is very much a chicken
and egg situation of someone who has the courage to
give evidence but wants the security to know that they
can be protected once they have given that evidence.
The bill provides for regular reviews of the protection
afforded under the act.
The bill came about because of the Vincent inquiry,
which resulted in eight recommendations. I note that
both sides of the house are supportive of those
recommendations, as we are showing by our support
for this bill. There will be a number of things that will
change, and there is certainly some scope now for
alternative protection arrangements. These
arrangements mean that protection and assistance will
be provided by the Chief Commissioner of Police
through arrangements that fall outside the Victorian
witness protection program and that assistance may be
provided to a witness or a witness’s family members
who are considered for but not included in the witness
program and who face a high level of risk due to their
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involvement in the criminal justice system. The
definition is used in various bills to extend the scope of
the act. We have given the chief commissioner a little
discretion here to deal with this.
Going back to my interest here, when you are dealing
with organised crime, you need to have some room to
move in order to secure the evidence that you need and
for people to safely give that evidence. There is also
going to be a role for the Public Interest Monitor and
for IBAC to oversee how this is structured to make sure
that it is not used or abused and that it is operating in
the way that we, the people of Victoria, want it to
operate. The bill’s provisions in relation to the Public
Interest Monitor are to provide assurance to the
community that the public interest and witness
protection principles are adequately represented and
considered when important witness protection decisions
are made. The bill brings that into play. Similarly IBAC
also has a role, which is to monitor the chief
commissioner’s compliance with regard to
record-keeping obligations under the act and to make
recommendations and report to the chief commissioner
on matters arising out of the compliance and
monitoring function. The two bodies — the Public
Interest Monitor and IBAC — need to communicate
with each other.
I think it is an unfortunate but vital part of our justice
system that we have to have these extensive
arrangements for protecting witnesses. I think long
gone are the days when in dealing with organised crime
you could just rely on people being able to come
forward, give their evidence and resume their lives
almost as if nothing had happened. That is always the
hope, and in most cases it is the case. Given the nature
of organised crime — and in my electorate particularly
the outlaw motorcycle gangs have been very active and
aggressive in the way they have dealt with people — in
order to get the evidence we very much need to be able
to deal with these people as they should be dealt with
for the protection of our community, and this bill is a
step in the right direction.
Naturally, of course, I have to ask again that more
police be involved. This is very much a case of needing
those arms and legs, particularly in the intelligence
area, to at least get a start in developing the
prosecutions that will clip the wings of and hopefully
lead to the elimination of these organisations. They
generally peddle misery for everybody, which is no
more apparent than in some of the terrible stories that
come through in all of our lives about the drug ice. Ice
is very much the economic driver for many of these
outlaw motorcycle gangs and does need to be
controlled. We have to be strong in controlling it, and
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we need to protect those who give evidence against
these monstrous organisations. I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I am really pleased to
be able to contribute to the debate on the Witness
Protection Amendment Bill 2016. As we have heard,
this bill is also a bill about keeping our community safe.
It is also a bill about promoting community confidence
in the operation of the Witness Protection Act 1991.
This bill delivers a suite of legislative reforms to a
component of that, and it is a very important
component — witness protection in our criminal justice
system. We have heard from many speakers just how
important witness protection is to our criminal justice
system. Our justice system depends on the cooperation
of victims and witnesses to provide important
information and evidence to our courts of law, and
prosecutors of course depend upon witnesses who are
reliable and whose evidence can be accepted as truthful,
accurate and complete.
Last year I was probably one of the many thousands
and thousands of Victorians who overindulged in a
series called Making a Murderer, put out on Netflix,
and I think following that so many of us claimed to be
experts in the field of criminal law and the criminal
justice system! But I think despite all else it did show us
that clearly there is an overwhelming need for us to
make sure that we are absolutely scrupulous with the
means of obtaining evidence and protecting witnesses
to ensure that the evidence they give is accurate and
truthful and that it serves the purpose of our justice
system and assists the courts, the judiciary and our
jurors in coming to the right decisions.
I think also here in Victoria we can certainly take a
great deal of comfort in knowing that we have a
top-class, world-first judicial system, which is
supported of course by an extraordinary Victorian
police service and that we are continually striving to
make enhancements and improvements to the system
for the sake of a better justice system for all of us. I
guess it is against this background that retired Supreme
Court justice Mr Frank Vincent was asked to conduct
his review into the Witness Protection Act. In particular
he was asked to consider whether that act is still fit for
purpose today.
In delivering his review last year — and I note that a
version of that review was tabled recently in
Parliament — he put forward a number of
recommendations, eight in total. Seven of those
recommendations looked at ways to improve the
legislative framework for witness protection in
Victoria — specifically that was to improve the
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governance and administration of protection and
assistance that is provided to witnesses — and a further
recommendation was one to deter witness intimidation.
It is very pleasing to note — and I also note that we
have full support on both sides of the house — that this
bill implements all eight of those recommendations. To
do this there are some amendments to the Witness
Protection Act itself, and to introduce the new offence
of witness intimidation there is an amendment to the
Crimes Act 1958 and a number of consequential
amendments to other acts.
I think it is also important to note that this bill was
developed in close consultation with the Chief Justice
of the Supreme Court and the juries commissioner, as
well as Victoria Police. All those bodies were consulted
about this bill and are in support of it. I also note that
the recommendations and this bill build on the recent
improvements that have been made by Victoria Police
on how it manages witness protection in Victoria. They
include the allocation of additional resources and the
implementation of stronger governance arrangements.
There has been recent criticism regarding witness
protection in Victoria, and I know that Victoria Police
is working extremely hard in this area. This bill
consolidates that work and promotes a greater witness
protection system for all of us.
We know that governments obviously need to work
very closely with police to make sure they have the
resources, tools and skills they need to keep
communities safe and to keep us out of harm. That is
why it is really pleasing that in the budget this year the
Andrews Labor government has made a record
investment in police as part of the public safety
package. We have heard there is funding for an
additional 406 sworn police officers, with 300 extra
frontline police to be deployed across Victoria. We
contrast that with the coalition which, when in
government, did not fund a single extra police officer.
We can be extremely proud of the investment that this
government is making in law and order, and of course
witness protection forms a very integral and important
part of this. We know that Victoria has been a leader in
witness protection. In fact, and I did not know this,
Victoria was first in passing witness protection
legislation back in 1991. The Vincent review — and of
course this bill, which implements all
eight recommendations in the Vincent review —
provides another opportunity for us here in Victoria to
continue to lead the way in witness protection.
With my background as a lawyer I could speak for ages
on the importance of the rule of law. That is something
we should be very proud of in Victoria, and of course in
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Australia. We are governed by the rule of law, and
whilst it is a fairly comprehensive and complex
concept, it is fairly summed up by saying that all people
and all institutions, and that includes governments, are
subject to laws which are democratically made and all
people are to be treated equally before those laws. The
opposite of the rule of law is arbitrary law, and we need
also to distinguish rule of law from rule by law.
If we are seriously committed to protecting human
rights, if we are serious about keeping our communities
safe and if we want to see sustained economic progress
and development, it is crucial that we operate according
to the rule of law. This means having certainty and
consistency around the manner in which our laws are
made, administered and enforced. In this context, as we
have heard, witness protection has a very important and
crucial role. This is because upholding the criminal
legal system and maintaining civil order depends on
witnesses being prepared to give evidence in court.
Obviously therefore the need to protect potential
witnesses, witnesses who may be at personal or other
risk as a result of assisting law enforcement, is a vital
part of the picture. As former judge Vincent said in his
review, where you have no witness, you have no case.
This bill is designed squarely with this in mind to
ensure that we are offering protection — and adequate
protection — to witnesses to make sure that they are
available to provide the evidence to court that is needed
for proper maintenance of justice and prosecutions.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Ms KILKENNY — As I was saying before the
break, we can all be very proud in Victoria of the
investment that the Andrews Labor government is
making in law and order. This bill continues with that
commitment to law and order in Victoria and of course
the maintenance of the rule of law here.
This bill is designed to enhance the administration and
governance of witness protection under the Witness
Protection Act 1991. We have heard that this bill will
actually provide greater safety to high-risk witnesses, to
those who have not been included in witness protection
arrangements previously. There will be greater
oversight and accountability and transparency of
witness protection arrangements while at the same time
of course a recognition of the need to keep certain
highly sensible decisions secret.
But importantly this bill also sets out a number of
principles that must be considered when decisions are
made around witnesses and witness protection, and this
gives greater clarity to the purpose of witness protection
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in Victoria. One of those principles, as far as is
practical, is making sure there is a clear separation of
the investigative and protective functions of Victoria
Police. We have also heard that the bill sets out a
framework for the independent monitoring of the
operation of the witness protection scheme, which is
another great initiative under this bill. This bill, like the
Vincent review, strikes a balance between operational
security and public accountability. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — It is wonderful to see
you, Acting Speaker Halfpenny, in the chair this
afternoon. I am delighted to make a contribution in
relation to the Witness Protection Amendment Bill
2016. As the member for Carrum eloquently spoke
earlier, the bill gives effect to the recommendations
made by the Honourable Frank Vincent, AO, QC.
In preparing for this contribution I picked up a very
good article written by John Silvester from
22 November 2014, which talks at great length about
the wonderful contribution that Frank Vincent has
made to this state. He tells a funny story from when
Frank was at the bar practising criminal law. He was in
a bit of a dilemma; he was due to be in Port Melbourne,
I think, and Broadmeadows at the same time
representing two different clients, and it posed a bit of a
conflict. Frank was driving his car. I think this might
have been in the 60s, at a guess, and it was a warm day.
He was near the Cross Keys Hotel in Strathmore and
saw John Coldrey was in the car next to him. Well, the
windows were wound down because it was a warm day
and they did not have any air conditioning, and Frank
asked John whether he had anything on that day. John
indicated that he did not. Frank then bundled up one of
the files and threw it from his vehicle into John’s
vehicle, and they went their separate ways and
represented their clients. Frank and John both had
illustrious careers at the bar and subsequently on the
bench.
It is interesting that we are now dealing with these sorts
of issues, and I say interesting in the sense that we are
looking at the need to constantly improve and develop
and update and modernise our legislation to reflect the
times in which we live.
I also recall, as I think many others would, when
Underbelly first came out, that very first series. John
Silvester, who was the author of Underbelly, talked
about two young women who had seen a violent assault
allegedly committed by one of the Moran brothers and
who ended up in witness protection in a caravan in
Warrnambool. In that particular case it became known
to the family of the women involved and therefore the
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Morans. So they were down in Warrnambool and a
message got to them, and then subsequently they
withdrew their statements and the case collapsed. That
was really only in the early 1990s.
So the reality is that witness protection, particularly in
most Western liberal democracies, is actually a
relatively new construct. In preparing for today’s
debate, I was looking at various jurisdictions that have
witness protection legislation in place. Canada had its
Witness Protection Program Act become law in 1996.
If you look at Ireland, you see its Witness Security
Programme came into effect in 1997. Israel enacted
legislation in 2008 and Italy in 1991. New Zealand’s
legislation was introduced relatively recently as well.
The Republic of China introduced its witness protection
act in 2000.
The interesting thing I found was that the United States
was a leader in this particular area. It introduced the
Organized Crime Control Act in 1970, but even before
that I think the United States was the very first
jurisdiction in the world to have witness protection
legislation. The Ku Klux Klan Act of 1871 was
introduced to protect people testifying against members
of the Ku Klux Klan. That bill was hastily put together
and introduced under the Grant administration in order
to provide that level of protection to witnesses who
wanted to testify against the Klan.
As others have said, this bill’s genesis really goes back
to the Kirner government. It is often the case here that
the Kirner government tends to get a bad rap. We all
know of course about the challenges that the
government faced at the time, the significant economic
headwinds — —
Mr Wynne — There was an unprecedented
downturn in the economy.
Mr PEARSON — Indeed, Minister for Planning, it
was an unprecedented downturn in the economy. But
the interesting thing I find when I trawl through the
records is that that government, which was in place
really for all of 18 months or thereabouts, actually
seized the opportunities that were presented to it in that
brief period of time. Bear in mind this was a
government that was on the ropes and did not have
control of the other place, yet it worked assiduously to
make many, many reforms, and this was one of them. I
think again when you look at Victoria compared to
some of the other jurisdictions, Victoria really played a
key role in underpinning and developing these modern
requirements.
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Looking at the bill itself, the reality is that witness
protection program entry requirements will be set by
mutual agreement with the chief commissioner and the
witness entering into a memorandum of understanding.
I think this is a really important point to make because
what you want to see happen is the person entering the
program taking it seriously. The opposition has
indicated that it is strongly in favour of this piece of
legislation. We are all in furious agreement that we
have to protect witnesses. So if you are looking at the
significant taxpayer funds required to protect witnesses,
then witnesses themselves must be responsible and
conduct themselves responsibly in relation to these
matters, and the chief commissioner will make the call
as to who goes into the program and who does not.
Again it is important that the onus is put back on the
witness to behave appropriately and responsibly. It is
important as well that we have faith, confidence and
trust in the chief commissioner to exercise that
discretion.
There are a whole raft of other measures in the bill of
course. There will be an exemption from freedom of
information requests in relation to relevant documents.
This is a really important component, because while the
public has a right to know about the various issues that
occur within state bodies and with the administration
and delivery of justice, it cannot be at the expense of
identifying a witness because that would completely
undermine the integrity of the system. Similarly there is
a presumption that there will be closed court hearings.
Again while on one hand I think you can make an
argument that the public has a right to know and there
is a public interest test in making sure that people see
what is going on in our courts, it cannot be done at the
expense of the witnesses or their families.
You could reasonably expect, for example, that if a
witness were to become the Crown prosecutor’s star
witness in a particular case, they might want to have
their family with them when they sought to appear
before the court. That would be a reasonable thing to do
to support someone going through a particularly
stressful or traumatic time. Yet if you have that open to
the public, clearly there would be the opportunity to
identify the witness and also their family, and that could
ultimately lead to reprisals that may occur down the
track.
In relation to aspects of the bill itself I note that clause 5
relates to some of the provisions in the principal act and
says that the interests of children involved in witness
protection and assistance should be separately
considered and their welfare should be a powerful
factor in decision-making. This is incredibly important
because I think an adult who willingly consents to enter
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the witness protection program in order to seek
sanctuary does so from a very rational point of view. If
they have got children who are entering the program as
well, they cannot make those assumptions, particularly
if they are young children. It is important that there are
some checks and balances in place to make sure that the
considerations of those young children who may enter
the witness protection program with their parents are
taken into account.
I also note in clause 20 that the Public Interest Monitor
is required under new section 20P to report to the
minister on the performance of its functions. This is a
really important component of the bill because I think
we need to have transparency and to ensure that there is
that degree of scrutiny on a regular basis.
This is an important bill. It builds on the great work of
the Kirner government. I am pleased that those opposite
are recognising the importance of this legislation, and I
commend bill to the house.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — It gives me great
pleasure to be able to speak on the Witness Protection
Amendment Bill 2016. A well-functioning witness
protection program is vital to attaining the rule of law.
As we have heard from other speakers this afternoon,
we know that witnesses play a vital role in court
proceedings and also the prosecution of those that have
broken the law. In the words of Frank Vincent, who I
shall discuss shortly:
No witness equals no case.

I think those are some very important words and there
is a lot to be learnt from Mr Vincent.
To be a witness in any case, though, must be extremely
confronting for an individual, not to mention their
families, as the member for Essendon has just touched
on. I ask members to consider for a moment what life
would be like in the witness protection program if they
were to enter it. You would need to move, uproot your
life, change your job, your name, your identity —
essentially change who you are. These acts are brave,
not to mention underestimated.
I am very proud that this bill acts to protect witnesses
by broadening the protective measures to cover a wide
range of high-risk witnesses. As other honourable
members have said, the bill has come about as a result
of an outstanding recommendation to government from
the Office of Police Integrity in the 2005 Review of the
Victoria Police Witness Protection Program.
As we know, in March 2014 Frank Vincent examined
the Witness Protection Act 1991 to see if it remained fit

Thursday, 26 May 2016

for purpose and whether amendments were necessary to
improve the program in its entirety. As we have heard,
this review examined how the system could improve in
terms of governance, administration and community
confidence in our witness protection program as a
whole. Upon receiving the review, the government
decided to implement all eight recommendations for
legislative change made by Frank Vincent.
Before I go to the intricacies of the amending bill, I
would like to speak to the fact that any Victorian
implicated in a crime deserves to be protected by the
law and by our very hardworking police force. If an
at-risk witness cannot or does not want to enter the
protection program for fear of losing family and
relationships or friends or does not want to take on a
new identity and leave their home, then our justice
system certainly does have a role and responsibility to
protect them. I think the member for Essendon touched
on this in his very important contribution. This bill is
about strengthening these protections and ensuring that
the state does as much as possible to safeguard people
who are in the witness protection program. The bill
addresses the existing flaws in current witness
protection legislation. I think it is the responsibility of
all members, in this house and in the other house as
well, to make sure that we have the very best witness
protection program that we can have. I also think the
very hard work of Mr Vincent is incredibly important.
The first recommendation addresses a clear purpose of
the legislation and the underlying principles of the act,
which will always be considered when witness
protection decisions are made. If we look within
complex criminal cases, cooperation in police matters
should always be paramount to everyone involved,
which is why this bill seeks to reduce the barriers to
cooperation of at-risk witnesses.
The bill also seeks to ensure that the witness protection
program is not seen as an inducement or a reward and
that the integrity of these processes will be maintained
through a separation of investigative and protective
functions in any given witness protection case.
I am certainly delighted to see the progressive
adaptation of the bill through the introduction of new
guidelines surrounding the protection of witnesses. It is
a very important change. This decision will now be
based on the risk to the individual, not on the category
of the offence or the value to the investigation.
I am pleased that this bill prioritises the protection of
witnesses above a successful prosecution and that
witness protection will be tailored to the needs of the
safety of the individual and the community. It goes
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back to this notion of understanding what the program
does and the vital role that it plays in the protection of
the life of somebody who has some very important
information about any given case at any given time and
not only the responsibilities but also the risks that are
presented to that individual.
If we look at the crux of this bill, we see it is intended
to protect witnesses, as I have mentioned, and to
improve the program as a whole. We know that the
creation of a new offence, as honourable members have
spoken about, with a maximum of 10 years
imprisonment for intimidating a witness is incredibly
important. There are examples that we have seen here
in this state and also in other states and jurisdictions
across the country. We as a Parliament must work hand
in hand with Victoria Police to ensure that we are doing
all that we can, and that is mentioned in the
recommendations.
Through the bill police accountability is increased to
ensure that protective assistance to witnesses is carried
out in the manner agreed to by the police, and each case
under the Witness Protection Act will be reviewed
every two years. The operation of the act, as we have
already heard, will be monitored by IBAC, while the
responsibility of its implementation will remain the
responsibility of the chief commissioner. Overall this
bill will increase community confidence in the program
by ultimately strengthening independent monitoring
and public reporting.
The Andrews government is committed to keeping
Victorians safe. If we look at the 2016–17 budget, we
know that we have had a $596 million public safety
package, which included the recruitment and training of
406 new police and of course 52 new support
personnel.
Ms Thomas — Fantastic.
Mr J. BULL — It is fantastic. This brings the total
number of police funded by our government to 1152, a
terrific achievement indeed. I take this opportunity to
recognise and thank all of the hardworking police right
across the state. Obviously it is an incredibly difficult
job, and I think that the members of our police force
deserve our highest of praise.
In the time I have remaining I also take this opportunity
to congratulate the new Minister for Police on her
appointment. She has steely resolve and an extremely
hard work ethic, as we know. As the state’s first-ever
female Minister for Police, I have no doubt that she will
perform extraordinarily well in the role that has been
presented to her. I also want to acknowledge the former
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Acting Minister for Police and all of the terrific work
that he has done. I also want to take this opportunity to
recognise the member for Williamstown for the hard
work and dedication that he brought to the role as the
Minister for Police.
Mr Wynne — A good man.
Mr J. BULL — He is a very good man. He will be a
terrific Minister for Industry and Employment and
Minister for Resources. In my view, and I am sure in
the view of all of my colleagues, he has shown
extraordinary leadership over these past few months.
He has shown the true strength of his character. He may
be listening, but I certainly want to put on the record
my support for him. I think that all of us on this side of
the house, and I hope all members of Parliament, look
up to the minister for the way that he has conducted
himself over the past few months.
This government has a proven record of protecting our
state’s most disadvantaged and vulnerable. We know
that Victoria led the way in 1991 by passing Australia’s
first witness protection legislation. This bill provides an
opportunity for Victoria to once again lead the way in
witness protection. Today the Andrews government is
ensuring that Victoria has the necessary legislative
framework to counter the efforts of those who are
prepared to employ violence and intimidation or to
retaliate against offenders having to be held
accountable for their criminal conduct. That is the thing
we need to remember: these are people who have
broken the law, and they will then choose to do
everything they can to protect themselves from court
proceedings. I think it is vital that we recognise that this
afternoon.
As I have covered, the measures implemented in this
bill will only add to the many achievements that I
believe the Andrews Labor government is committed to
in terms of freedom, honesty, integrity and justice
across the state.
If I go back to where I started and consider all of the
challenges and the fear that must be upon an individual
who enters the witness protection program and the
cases that have been highlighted this afternoon, I think
that it is an extremely important bill to get right. I take
this opportunity again to thank Frank Vincent for his
very hard work. His eight recommendations will play a
very important role in ensuring that our witness
protection program here in Victoria is the best it can be
today and that going forward we continue to make it an
even better program as we constantly review it. I
commend the bill to the house.
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Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I rise to speak on the
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2016. This is
about keeping people safe. It is about the Andrews
Labor government’s commitment to law and order. I
would also like to join with the member for Sunbury in
acknowledging the previous Minister for Police and the
amazing job that he did and also in congratulating the
member for Bellarine, who is now the Minister for
Police. They are both great ministers, and I look
forward to working with them over the coming months.
This bill will amend the Witness Protection Act 1991 to
insert a central objective of witness protection and
establish principles to which specified persons must
have regard when making decisions or taking action
under the act; extend the scope of the act to include, via
alternative protection arrangements, witnesses facing a
high level of risk due to their participation in or
cooperation with the criminal justice system; establish a
framework for independent monitoring of the operation
of the act and limited public reporting of activity under
the act, subject to the appropriate safeguards; revise the
immunities under the act; and require Victoria Police to
review protected witnesses’ cases every two years. I
think it is important to review those cases every two
years because we need to make sure that we do not lose
track of who we have in witness protection and their
needs and that they are kept safe.
The bill will also insert a new offence into the Crimes
Act 1958 to prohibit the intimidation of and reprisals
against witnesses and other persons because of their
known or believed involvement in a criminal
investigation or criminal proceedings. The bill will
implement the recommendations arising from the
review by the Honourable Frank Vincent, which
acquits outstanding recommendations to government
from the Office of Police Integrity’s publicly released
Review of the Victoria Police Witness Protection
Program of 2005.
Upholding the criminal law and maintaining civil order
depends to a large extent on people’s willingness to
participate in and cooperate with the criminal justice
system. The act allows Victoria Police to protect people
and their families who are at risk because of such
participation or cooperation. Protecting a witness and
their family can remove a barrier to the witness coming
forward to assist police and ultimately giving evidence
in a criminal prosecution.
People do put themselves at risk when they are a
witness, and we need to make sure that we do the right
thing by them. It must be pretty frightening, I think, for
people, having made that decision, to stand up in court
as a witness and give evidence against somebody when
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there may well be reprisals from that evidence. I think it
is imperative that as a government we protect those
people who put not only their own lives on the line but
often those of their own families. They have to make a
pretty significant decision if they going into witness
protection because basically they are changing their
lives.
Obviously witness protection must be conducted with a
high degree of secrecy to ensure the safety of witnesses
and their families. Yet it is also important to provide
assurances to the public that witness protection is
managed effectively and in the public interest. The bill
balances operational security with public accountability
and good governance to promote community
confidence in witness protection activity. We want
people, as I said, to feel safe and to feel confident. We
need people to be witnesses on many occasions when
there has been a crime committed, and we rely on those
witnesses to give evidence and to get up and tell their
story about what has happened. So we need to do the
right thing by them but also by the community
generally. People are not going to want to put
themselves in that position at any point in time if they
are aware that other people who have given evidence
and may be in witness protection, including their family
members, have actually been threatened or intimidated
or harmed in some way. I think that is an important part
of giving the community the confidence that it has been
dealt with in the most appropriate way, particularly
with the secrecy side of it.
The chief commissioner administers the Victorian
witness protection program under the act, and the entry
to the program must be by mutual agreement, with the
chief commissioner and the witnesses entering into a
memorandum of understanding (MOU), which includes
details of measures required to appropriately mitigate
the risks. The definition of ‘witness’ in the act is broad
and may include family members, whistleblowers or
other informants. As I said earlier, it must be difficult
for people to make that decision, which puts not only
their own lives at risk but also those of their family
members and, in some cases, friends. It is important
that we ensure that they understand what they are going
into, and the bill is very clear about that.
Currently in deciding whether to include the witness in
the Victorian witness protection program, the chief
commissioner must have regard to a non-exclusive list
of considerations, including the seriousness of the
offence, the importance of the witness evidence, the
witness’s criminal history, a risk assessment, a medical
or psychological examination and the availability of
viable alternative methods to protect the witness. The
chief commissioner, however, has a broad discretion on
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whether or not to enter into an MOU and to decide
what protection measures are provided. Under the bill
the chief commissioner will retain this broad discretion.
However, decision-making will be guided by a clear
purpose and new witness protection principles
introduced and monitored independently by the Public
Interest Monitor.
A key measure in mitigating risk is the person’s
changed behaviour combined with relocation and
re-identity. Some high-risk witnesses and their family
members are either unsuitable or are unwilling to make
the required behavioural changes to enter the Victorian
witness protection program. At present any alternative
arrangements provided to such people occurs outside
the act. The bill will change this. The bill provides that
a witness who has been considered for but is not
included in the Victorian witness protection program
and who is at high risk as a result of their cooperation
with the criminal justice system may be provided with
alternative protection arrangements, and that is a good
thing.
It is a major change, as I said, for a person to take on
these decisions not only for themselves but also for
their family. These alternative arrangements are
provided outside the Victorian witness protection
program. Their inclusion in the bill, however, will
ensure that the improved governance and accountability
framework applies to this high-risk activity. Other
measures in the act will also apply, such as the offence
for disclosure of relevant information, exemption from
Freedom of Information Act 1982 provisions for
relevant documents and a presumption in favour of
closed court hearings.
Specified people, including the chief commissioner,
police officers, the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commissioner and officials from the
Victorian Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages
currently have an absolute immunity for conduct under
the Witness Protection Act. The bill more appropriately
targets this absolute immunity to key witness protection
decisions and activities only. The bill strengthens
independent monitoring and oversight of decisions and
activities under the act by empowering the Public
Interest Monitor to provide independent assurance that
witness protection decisions are made consistent with
the act and in the public interest and by empowering the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
to audit Victoria Police’s compliance with
record-keeping requirements for witness protection
documents. To promote active case management, the
bill requires a review of each case at least every two
years.
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Witnesses at lower risk of harm will continue to be
considered as part of general operational policing. The
Vincent review recommended that the bill introduce a
new offence to make it crystal clear that witness
intimidation will not be tolerated and that those who
engage in it will incur the risk of a significant punitive
response. The bill amends the Crimes Act 1958 to
prohibit intimidation of and reprisals against witnesses
and other people involved in criminal investigations
and proceedings. This new offence will fill a gap
between the summary offence of harassing a witness
and the common-law offence of attempting to pervert
the course of justice.
I have had the opportunity to speak to someone who
has been in witness protection in the past. I know how
difficult it was for them and their family and the
life-changing decisions that they had to make, so I fully
support this bill, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure to
rise this afternoon to speak on the Witness Protection
Amendment Bill 2016. Put simply, this bill will
implement all eight of the recommendations made by
the Honourable Frank Vincent, AO, QC, for legislative
reform in his review of the Witness Protection Act
1991.
Put simply, the bill’s reforms will create a new offence
with a penalty of up to 10 years jail for intimidation
towards or reprisals against witnesses or third parties
because of a person’s known or believed involvement
in a criminal investigation or criminal proceeding. This
will fill a gap in the criminal law between the existing
offence of harassing a witness, which carries only a
1-year maximum penalty, and the common-law offence
of attempting to pervert the course of justice, which
carries a 25-year penalty. Consistent with the offence of
attempting to pervert the course of justice, the new
offence covers intimidation of witnesses, potential
witnesses and other justice system participants,
including judicial officers, prosecutors and jurors, and
their loved ones and business interests where the
requisite intent can be made out.
The bill also improves governance and administration
of witness protection in Victoria. It will increase
community confidence in witness protection by
clarifying the purpose of witness protection and setting
up witness protection principles that must be considered
when certain people are making decisions or taking
action under the act. It will establish independent
oversight, and the Public Interest Monitor will have a
real-time monitoring role in relation to important
witness protection decisions to provide assurance that
these decisions are made in accordance with the witness
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protection principles and in the public interest, and
IBAC will annually audit Victoria Police’s compliance
with record-keeping requirements under the act.
Governance is also improved by requiring case reviews
at least every two years and requiring appropriate
public reporting of activity under the act.
Furthermore, the bill’s reforms will extend the scope of
the Witness Protection Act 1991 to include a broader
range of high-risk witnesses who may be unwilling to
enter or unsuitable for entry to the Victorian witness
protection program but who are subsequently provided
with alternative protection arrangements. The act’s
protections will apply in respect of these witnesses,
including the new principal decision-making and robust
governance arrangements, as well as FOI act
exemptions and offences for exposing information that
puts these witnesses at risk. Finally, the bill will remove
the act’s current broad immunity for police conduct to
increase police accountability for delivering protective
assistance they have agreed to provide. Consistent with
the Vincent review’s recommendations, existing
immunities will continue for key decisions of the Chief
Commissioner of Police to provide or not provide
protective assistance and for Victorian Registry of
Births, Deaths and Marriages staff to facilitate name
changes ordered by the Supreme Court.
This is a very important piece of legislation before the
house today. It is one that comes to the house with the
support of Victoria Police, and of course it has been
developed in close consultation with VicPol. I note that
other key integrity and legal stakeholders have also
been consulted throughout the development of the bill
and that they are also supportive. These include IBAC,
the office of the Public Interest Monitor, the Victorian
Inspectorate, the Victorian Bar, the Law Institute of
Victoria, Victoria Legal Aid, the Office of Public
Prosecutions, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court
and the juries commissioner. So it is indeed a very
well-supported bill, and I commend the minister for all
the hard work that has gone into bringing this bill to the
house today.
I did want to take this opportunity to talk to a little bit
more broadly about this government’s absolute
commitment to keeping Victoria safe and ensuring that
we do all that we can to maintain the finest police
service in the country. This side of the house has
always been and will always be committed to ensuring
that Victoria Police has the resources that it needs, to be
deployed by the chief commissioner as he or she sees
fit in order to respond to crime in our community — to
both work actively to prevent crime but also, when
crime is committed, to ensure that offenders are
apprehended and brought quickly to justice. It is for that

Thursday, 26 May 2016

reason that I am so pleased that this government has
made funding available for an additional 406 sworn
police and 52 support personnel. That funding was
made available so that those sworn police and support
personnel can be recruited as quickly as possible and
made available to be deployed by the chief
commissioner to keep all Victorians safe.
This is a fantastic commitment by this government and
one that has been very warmly welcomed by Victoria
Police. I also note that it was the previous Labor
government that indeed made one of the biggest
injections we have ever seen of funding to Victoria
Police when we announced in 2010 the additional
funding that would ensure that we were able to deliver
1700 additional police. Opposition members like to
claim that the opposition delivered an additional
1700 police. This is clearly wrong. One only has to
look at the budget papers to note that those additional
police resources were funded by the Labor government
and that the funding for those additional police was
provided in the forward estimates.
Indeed, as our Minister for Police has said, let us be
clear: what did those on that side of the house deliver in
their time? As my good friend the member for Niddrie
likes to point out, they did have one initiative: they
delivered six sniffer dogs. That was their contribution to
crime fighting in this state. I want all members of this
house to be clear that when it comes to keeping
Victorians safe, when it comes to giving Victoria Police
the resources it needs, there is only one side of politics
that can be relied upon. There is only one side of
politics that will put its money where its mouth is and
give Victoria Police the resources it needs, and that is
this side of the house. It is the Labor Party that will
work to deliver the additional resources that Victoria
Police deserves.
I also take this opportunity to congratulate the member
for Bellarine, the new Minister for Police, on the
fantastic job that she has already done in the very short
time that she has been the Minister for Police. I also
take the opportunity to mention one of the people that I
like to follow on Twitter who is often quite a dry wit.
He has had a little bit of attention given to some of his
writings this week, and that is James Campbell. Apart
from his very accurate assessment of the lack of talent
of those on the other side, he also tweeted earlier this
week, after we saw those on the other side think that
they were going to have the minister quake in her boots,
‘The Libs’ questions are so feeble’. This is what he said
in response to their questioning of the minister, ‘The
Libs’ questions are so feeble — —
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Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I ask you to bring the member back to the bill.
Ms THOMAS — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I would just like to note that I have 34 seconds
remaining and that I have been speaking on the bill for
the entire period.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. The member
for Macedon, to continue.
Ms THOMAS — I was concluding what James
Campbell had to say, ‘The Libs’ questions are so
feeble, it is like they were written by the ALP to help
prep the minister’. So that is the Herald Sun’s
assessment of those on the other side in thinking that
they would be able to take on our fine police minister in
this house this week. This is a fine bill. I commend the
bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms RICHARDSON
(Minister for Women).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

STATE TAXATION AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 3 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I am pleased to rise
to speak on the State Taxation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2016, another bill of broken promises
by this Labor government. It is a Labor government led
by a Premier who looked Victorians in the eye the night
before the election when he was asked by Peter
Mitchell of Channel 7 news in a live interview outside
this chamber on the steps of Parliament House, ‘Do you
promise here tonight that if you are Premier you will
not increase any taxes or charges or introduce any new
taxes or charges’, or words to that effect. The now
Premier looked Victorians in the eye down the lens of
that TV camera and said, with all the faux sincerity that
he could muster — we know he is pretty good at
mustering faux sincerity — ‘I make that promise, Peter,
to every single Victorian’. That was the promise: no
new taxes and no increase in taxes. When we look at
this bill we have to say this is another example of where
this Premier simply does not tell the truth. He does not
tell the truth.
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Here is the Herald Sun from 27 April:
Property taxes up
Andrews ready to break election promise
Property buyers will be slugged an extra $150 million in taxes
by the Andrews government in a move experts fear will hurt
Victoria’s economy.
In an embarrassing leak, the Herald Sun can reveal Premier
Daniel Andrews’ plans to break an election promise by hiking
up two taxes in next week’s state budget.
…
By breaking the promise not to increase taxes, made before
the 2014 state election, the government hopes to raise
$486 million over four years.

Just to show I am not being partisan to one media
outlet, here is the Age from 27 April:
Stamp duty hike for foreign buyers blasted
Property experts have blasted the state government over its
plan to hike stamp duty for foreign buyers, accusing it of
discrimination and warning the move could undermine
confidence in the local property market. Some even suggest
buyers will shun Victoria in favour of Queensland and New
South Wales — or overseas — when the tax is increased from
3 per cent to 7 per cent from July 1.
The measures, to be confirmed in Wednesday’s state budget,
have been described as ridiculous because it comes just
12 months after the original 3 per cent surcharge on the
purchase price of a house.

To continue the bipartisan media love, here is the
Australian Financial Review:
Pallas sidesteps tough tax decisions

Let me just stop at that point. This is a Treasurer who
has had rivers of gold flooding into his budget. What
has he done with them? Has he engaged in any tax
reform? Absolutely not. Increasing taxes is this
Treasurer’s idea of tax reform. Dragging more money
out of the pockets of Victorians is this Treasurer’s idea
of tax reform. Hitting Victorian businesses harder is
this Treasurer’s idea of tax reform.
Here is what the Australian Financial Review says:
… Victorian Treasurer Tim Pallas said the state’s tax system
didn’t need big changes …

Certainly his view of change is just taking more money.
He is the highest taxing Treasurer in this state’s history,
in our history. In just the last two budgets he has seen
state taxes — not total revenue but state taxes, taxes he
is in direct control of — increase by over 20 per cent. I
do not know how many people who might be reading
this or taxpayers out there who go to work or small
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business people who run a business would have seen
their incomes go up by over 20 per cent in the past two
years. I hazard that it would be very, very few. But this
Treasurer does not care what ordinary wage earners
have to go through; he does not care what small
business people have to go through. He is happy to hit
them with higher taxes, to take more money out of their
pockets to fund his wasteful spending.
The Australian Financial Review article goes on:
The government plans to increase tax threefold on brown coal
companies and increase the tax on stamp duty paid by foreign
investors of residential property from 3 per cent to 7 per cent
in an attempt to raise $486 million over the next four years.
The stamp duty hike on foreign property buyers is
discriminatory and goes in the opposite direction to that
advocated by top academic tax economists.

Here is the Herald Sun’s editorial of 27 April. The
headline of this editorial is ‘All thanks to the taxpayer’.
It starts:
Treasurer Tim Pallas boasts —

and ‘boasts’ is the right word, because this is a very
boastful Treasurer, as we know —
that today’s state budget will deliver the first of more than
$9 billion in surpluses over the next four years.

Let me just stop there and make the point that we left
this Treasurer surpluses of over $9 billion over four
years. If you look at the pre-election budget update, you
see that it shows that the budget had accumulated
surpluses of over $9 billion over four years. So you
have a boastful Treasurer who is boasting that he has
got what we gave him. He cannot do anything himself.
All he can do is claim credit for the work of the former
government.
The editorial goes on:
But remember, Mr Pallas, it’s money Victorians are
contributing through some of the heaviest state taxes in the
nation.

The editorial goes on:
There is also reason to be concerned with an expected jump in
tax on brown coal being passed on to Victorian households in
spite of Mr Pallas warning coal companies not to pass on the
increase in what he prefers to call royalties.
This smacks of the mining and carbon taxes introduced by
previous federal Labor governments.

Let me stop at that point. Of course this is just like the
mining and carbon taxes imposed by previous federal
Labor governments — because we know Labor hates
the Latrobe Valley, we know Labor hates our big
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energy producers, we know Labor loves higher power
prices and we know Labor hates jobs made by digging
things out of the earth. It is not only that Labor is
opposed to the mining industry, but when you increase
power prices that simply hurts consumers and it simply
hurts manufacturing industry. I will come back to that
later on.
The editorial goes on — and this is I think a very
important point that the Herald Sun editorial makes:
… Victorians are clearly overtaxed by a government
committed to overspending.

That in a nutshell sums up this government: Victorians
are overtaxed by a government that is committed to
overspending.
Just to make sure our friends at the Australian do not
feel left out by my quoting, I will quote from today’s
Australian article by Rick Wallace, an exclusive:
Pallas refuses to come clean on $3.6bn blowout
Weeks after the Victorian government delivered its budget it
has failed to explain how many extra public servants it will
hire, despite a huge blowout in forecast employee expenses.
Treasurer Tim Pallas forecast a $3.6 billion jump in
employment costs in the public sector over the four years of
the state budget announced on April 27.

Again, this is a budget which is built on the highest
taxes that this state has ever had. It is a budget built on
broken promises — broken promises not to increase
taxes, broken promises not to introduce new taxes.
We can look at some of the very, very minor level of
tax relief — if you can call it that — that is included in
the budget and included in this bill before the house at
the moment. We see that with the extra tax that Labor
has taken in through breaking its promises, the extra tax
that it has taken in through direct policy decisions — I
am not even talking about just creaming off what is
happening through the property boom; I am talking
about deliberate decisions to increase taxes, to break
those promises — there is far more revenue coming in
through those broken promises than is being given back
through the minor little snips to payroll tax.
I direct members of the house to budget paper 3,
chapter 1, page 116, and the table headed ‘Table 1.30:
Revenue initiatives’. Members can see for themselves
that the total effect of all the additional taxes versus the
minor returns is that the budget is over $610 million
better off — in other words, there is $610 million in net
extra taxes, even after you take into account minor
changes to payroll tax.
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This is a budget of broken promises. It is a budget that
confirms Tim Pallas as being the highest taxing
Treasurer in this state’s history — and by a long way,
can I say. We have seen the proportion of state tax to
gross state product (GSP) significantly increase under
this Treasurer. The proportion of state tax to gross state
product was down at about 4.8 per cent at the time of
the election — which was where we left it —
independently assessed by Treasury and Finance in the
pre-election budget update. Now, under this
government, under Tim Pallas, we have seen that
increase considerably. In fact we can see that the level
of state tax to GSP has actually increased to 5.4 per
cent — so it has gone from 4.8 per cent under the
former government to 5.4 per cent. This government is
not just growing taxes; it is actually increasing the size
of taxes compared to the rest of the economy.

significant profit versus lignite, which has in effect
almost no value and is purely used to feed the power
generators down in the Latrobe Valley. So this is a
Treasurer who either does not understand the
importance of lignite and how it is different from black
coal or is just being dishonest about it.

This is not just the government being the beneficiary of
a growing economy. This is actually increasing taxes as
a proportion. This is typical Labor — expanding the
size of government at the expense of families, at the
expense of households, at the expense of businesses and
at the expense of jobs.

Linking royalties paid by Victorian coal companies to other
states is short-sighted and fails to understand that Victorian
coal is not an export commodity as it is in both NSW and
Queensland.

Let us have a look at some of those broken promises on
tax. The first one is Labor’s new electricity tax. It is not
increasing the royalties payable on lignite by maybe
CPI or increasing them by 5 or 10 per cent — no, no.
When this Treasurer goes to increase taxes he does not
hold back; he is increasing them threefold. It is a
threefold increase in tax on the fuel that powers 90 per
cent of our state’s electricity. Ninety per cent of the
electricity in Victoria is powered by lignite. It is
produced in the Latrobe Valley and is responsible for
thousands of jobs in the Latrobe Valley, and this
Treasurer is increasing the tax on it threefold.

Here is the response of the Minerals Council of
Australia, Victorian Division, when it issued a press
release, dated 26 April 2016, on this decision to have a
threefold increase in lignite royalties:
The decision by the Andrews Labor government to triple the
royalties paid by the Victorian brown coal industry is wrong,
inconsistent and will leave electricity consumers in
Victoria — and possibly other states — worse off with higher
bills.
…

Formerly I did have the honour of serving as the
Minister for Energy and Resources, so I know a little
bit about lignite. I will tell you one reason why we do
not export lignite overseas: it has a tendency to
spontaneously combust. It blows up by itself — a pretty
good reason why you would not want to export it. I
would not want to be driving the ship that had a cargo
hold full of lignite sitting there, because I would not get
too far out of the heads, I suspect. So there is a really
good reason why we do not export our lignite from
Victoria, but this Treasurer does not seem to get it.
Here is what the Minerals Council of Australia goes on
to say:
There is no doubt —

The Treasurer makes claims of, ‘Oh, we’re bringing it
into line with other states’. First of all, that is untrue. It
is untrue. When you look at the valuation that is
attributed to lignite — to brown coal — it is barely
worth anything as a valuation. It is something like 10 to
15 cents a tonne. It is worth nothing. On that basis the
tax now exceeds the value of the product, so this is not
something that is comparable at all. And of course the
great fraud in the Treasurer’s claim that he is simply
bringing Victoria into line with New South Wales and
with Queensland is that in Victoria we do not export
lignite. We do not export it! It is not a product that is
sold overseas. The only use for lignite in Victoria is to
produce electricity in our power stations.
By contrast, New South Wales and Queensland
produce black coal, which is exported. So he is
comparing the taxation on an export product sold for

no doubt —
that energy suppliers will be forced to increase costs to
consumers in Victoria as a result of this decision.

Mr R. Smith interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — As my colleague points out, it
was confirmed to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee that these costs will be passed on through
higher electricity bills.
The Minerals Council of Australia goes on to say:
The expected increase in electricity costs will hit Victorian
businesses hard, especially the manufacturing sector where
uncertain economic conditions are already placing the
industry under strain.
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So here we have a government which is not only
breaking a promise to Victorians by deliberately
increasing threefold the taxes on the fuel that produces
90 per cent of our power but is deliberately targeting
the manufacturing sector. A so-called Labor Party that
pretends to care about jobs and pretends to care about
manufacturing is now making a deliberate policy
decision to make manufacturing that much harder in
this state. What a disgrace, what an absolute disgrace!
Here is the response of the company Engie, which is the
owner of the Hazelwood power station, which produces
around about a quarter — maybe a little bit less today,
but around about a quarter — of Victoria’s power
needs:
The Victorian government’s decision to treble the level of
coal royalties imposed on Latrobe Valley brown coal mines
will inevitably have a detrimental impact on the region’s
energy sector, according to Engie, owner of the Hazelwood
and Loy Yang B generating businesses.
‘We were surprised and disappointed to hear of the
government’s decision late last week at the same time that the
information appears to have been leaked to various media
outlets’, an Engie spokesperson said.

So the Treasurer is not only breaking a promise, tripling
taxes and making it harder for businesses, he did not
even have the courtesy or the courage to let the
companies know first. No, no. This Treasurer briefed it
off to the Age and did not even have the courtesy or the
courage to speak to the companies directly affected first
and let them know the hit that he had in store for them.
They had to read it in the newspaper. Quote:
‘It was extremely disappointing that there had been no
consultation on such a major issue that has a material impact
on our business.
‘This announcement will mean a significant increase in our
operating costs and comes at a time of very difficult energy
market conditions. We understand that the threefold increase
in royalties will equate to some $20 million a year for
Hazelwood.

The response goes on to say:
‘… policies that continue to damage our business
commercially will not help the community of the Latrobe
Valley or the Victorian economy in the longer term’.

What condemnation from the industry! It confirms that
the cost of this tripling of taxes on the fuel that powers
90 per cent of our electricity will be passed on to
households and will be passed on to Victorian
businesses.
The other significant broken promises on tax in this bill
relate to the increasing of the surcharges introduced last
year on certain property taxes. The government last
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year introduced a 0.5 per cent surcharge on land tax for
certain property purchases and a 3 per cent surcharge
on stamp duty, again for certain property purchases —
namely, overseas purchases of residential real estate
when it comes to the stamp duty aspect. Well, there
have been significant concerns raised about that. There
has been a lot of consultation undertaken with the
industry, and I have been advised that when you
combine changes to this taxation of overseas buyers
with the recent planning changes that have been
wrought by the Minister for Planning on the CBD here
in Melbourne, what are you going to get? You are
going to get reduced supply and increased prices.
Here is a government that is talking about housing
affordability, but it has introduced changes which will
reduce supply and increase prices. If you wanted to
design something to hurt housing affordability more,
this would be exactly how you would go about doing it.
There are definitional changes. Not only are there
significant tax increases contained in this bill but there
also definitional changes which significantly expand
the scope of these taxes. In fact, one of the changes
contained in the bill in relation to the definitions of
residential property has been branded a ‘virtual “hotel
investment tax”‘ by the Accommodation Association of
Australia. It fears that this will kill off:
… new hotels, motels and serviced apartments —

which will cost jobs.
We have a Premier who likes to boast on BuzzFeed and
engage in little Melbourne-Sydney rivalries talking
about how we are open at night here in Melbourne, but
he and his Treasurer combine to engage in tax increases
which the hospitality industry says will actually kill off
new hotels, motels and serviced apartments. How does
that help our visitor economy?
This is a very retrograde bill in terms of jobs, in terms
of tourism, in terms of investment, in terms of housing
supply and in terms of housing affordability. This is a
bill in which the Treasurer should take no pride
whatsoever.
There are some other aspects. There are some which are
not as bad. In fact there are almost some positive
aspects. Given the generosity of spirit for which I am
known, I will mention and touch on some of those
briefly, before returning to my usual job. There are
some aspects of the bill which the opposition does think
are worthwhile.
Certainly the minor — and I emphasise ‘minor’ —
tweaking to payroll tax thresholds is something that is
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positive. They go up by only $25 000 a year over four
years, so the payroll tax threshold will increase from
$550 000 to $575 000 on 1 July this year and by a
further $25 000 each year thereafter until 2019–20. I
did mention before that the cost to the budget of those
minor tweaks is in fact far less than the extra tax being
taken in through the broken tax promises of the
Treasurer contained in this bill.
There are also payroll tax exemptions contained in here
for the employment of apprentices and trainees who
have had their apprenticeships or traineeships
discontinued — it may be that they had an
apprenticeship in place, that their employer maybe went
out of business and another employer needs to pick up
the apprenticeship. The bill provides for relief for that
apprentice’s or trainee’s wages in terms of exemption
from payroll tax for the balance of that apprenticeship
or traineeship. That is a worthwhile measure. What it
does mean though is that it is actually cheaper for an
employer to pick up an apprentice or trainee who has
started somewhere else than it is to pick up a new
trainee or apprentice from day one. It seems to be a bit
of a perverse incentive that it is cheaper for an
employer to pick up someone who has already started
an apprenticeship or traineeship somewhere else than it
is to take someone on from day one and keep them all
the way through.
When you look at the amount of extra revenue this
government is taking in, I make the point that we have
seen an extra $3.7 billion worth of state tax revenue.
That is not including everything else, this is simply
state tax revenue — $3.7 billion extra between the
election and 2016–17 in this budget. It is more than a
20 per cent increase. The level of tax reform and tax
support for business is so minuscule it is almost
embarrassing. We know that organisations such as the
Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Industry have
called for the payroll tax threshold to be increased
significantly. They have called for it to be increased to
$850 000. This $100 000 increase over four years is
really a drop in the bucket by comparison.
There is a minor tweak to the concessions on the fixed
component of the fire services property levy. Of course
that reform was introduced by the former government,
by my colleague the member for Rowville and myself,
and it was a very positive change. We see that other
states are following suit. New South Wales is going
through that process at the moment. Previously under
the old system people who paid an insurance premium
did not get any concession even if they were a
pensioner, a war veteran or any other worthy recipient.
For the first time, under our reforms, people in that
category did receive a $50 concession. There is a slight
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change in this bill to increase that level of
concession — not the level of concession in terms of
the amount, it is still $50, but to expand those who are
able to access it. Now it will include former prisoners of
war — I understand there are about 90 such
beneficiaries — and extreme disablement adjustment
veterans, who are estimated to be about 1900. So there
are approximately 2000 extra beneficiaries. It is very
minor tweak and a very minor cost to the budget of
about $100 000 a year. But to that extent, we do
welcome it.
There is a positive measure in relation to the land tax
exemption for urban primary production land where
primary production land is held, for example, in a
family trust. There have been land tax issues previously
with the structure of the Land Tax Act 2005. This is an
issue which has been raised in this house. I think the
member for Bass has been particularly active in raising
this issue. I think the fact that this matter is dealt with in
this bill is a great tribute to the advocacy of the member
for Bass. He has only been in this place for a relatively
short period of time, but even from opposition the
member for Bass has succeeded in changing the law.
He should take great credit for doing that. His
background in accounting and finance has served him
extremely well, and I hope that his constituents are
appreciative of the great work that he has done to
achieve this outcome. That is certainly a measure in the
bill that we do support.
Beyond that, I have to say, the positive measures in the
bill are pretty few and far between and difficult to find.
One of the great concerns of course is that with the
huge increase in property taxes contained in this bill,
and also the increase in the scope of the businesses and
the entities to which these new property tax surcharges
apply, there is going to be a lot more pressure on the
State Revenue Office (SRO) to deal with administering
the new taxes. Because there is a much higher rate of
tax that is payable, organisations that may believe they
are entitled to an exemption will certainly be much
more vigorous, I would have thought, in asking the
question: am I entitled to an exemption? But while this
government is taking in hundreds and hundreds of
millions of dollars of extra revenue through these new
taxes, how much extra money do you think the
government has provided to the SRO to administer
these changes?
Mr Angus — Good question.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — We asked this question at the
bill briefing, I can tell the member for Forest Hill. The
answer is zero. Doughnuts! Absolutely nothing. The
government is happy to give the money to the SRO to
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try to get more money in and to try to crack down on
tax evasion — and fair play for that — but when it is
increasing taxes and it is increasing the pressure on the
SRO, it is outrageous that this government is refusing
and failing to properly resource the State Revenue
Office. It is bad enough that the government wants to
gouge hundreds of millions of dollars out of businesses,
but then it wants to make it even harder for the poor old
SRO to help the poor old businesses which have to pay
all the money. I have never before seen this government
say no to employing new public servants in any other
circumstance. Apparently the only two categories of
public servants this government does not want to
employ are SRO people and frontline police. They are
the only ones it refuses to employ. Members opposite
do not like frontline police and they do not like SRO
people to actually try to help businesses at all.
This is a bill which this government should take
absolutely no pride in whatsoever. It is a bill that is full
of broken promises, that confirms that this government
has become the highest taxing government in this
state’s history. We are very concerned about these new
taxes — these broken promises — and the effect they
are going to have. When you look at the electricity
tax — the tripling of the royalties on lignite — it is a
$252 million tax slug on Victorian homes and Victorian
businesses. They will pay for it.
The Treasurer talks about writing a letter to the
Essential Services Commission. Well, the Essential
Services Commission cannot decide what the power
generators charge — it is a national electricity market.
You would think the Treasurer might understand that.
You would think that the Treasurer would realise that
power prices are deregulated in this state. In fact that
was done under the Brumby government, in which he
was a minister. He can talk about writing a letter all he
likes. We know that this is a $252 million price increase
for electricity paid for by Victorian households and
Victorian businesses, hurting jobs in the Latrobe
Valley, hurting jobs in the manufacturing sector and
making it much tougher for ordinary Victorian
households to make ends meet. This is a very bad bill in
that regard.
We do not support many aspects of this bill. We know
that the government will refuse to allow this bill to be
taken to the consideration-in-detail stage. Government
members have held off debate on this until the last
minute of Thursday. They have stuck it in the guillotine
so that as few members as possible get the chance to
debate it, get the chance to actually expose this
government’s lies and hypocrisy, but we will have
much more to say about this bill in the other place. We
want Victorians to know we stand for jobs, we stand for
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manufacturing, we stand for the Latrobe Valley, we
stand for families and households, and we certainly do
not stand for more Labor lies and more Labor broken
promises on tax.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the State Taxation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2016. The reality is this bill does give
effect to those revenue changes announced in the state
budget, and what a state budget it was! You could just
imagine if Scott Morrison had delivered a budget like
the one delivered by the state Treasurer only a few
weeks ago. He would have just been beside himself
with joy. But the reality is that he was not able to,
because frankly the federal government has been failing
when it comes to having a disciplined approach to
managing finances.
The reality is that the hallmark of this government, as
with the previous Labor government, is that if you have
a disciplined approach and you have tight control over
the budget, then you are able to master your destiny.
You are able to turn around and basically do the things
you want to do as a state — for example, the way in
which the former Bracks government funded the
synchrotron or how this government is proposing to
fund the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel from the
accumulated budget surpluses — as opposed to being
just another mendicant state going cap in hand to
Canberra every time it wants a macchiato rather than a
cup of Nescafé.
The reality is that these are sensible measures. I did
listen to the member for Malvern’s contribution. It is
kind of interesting, because in listening to the member
for Malvern’s contribution I noted that members on this
side were condemned as a government by the member
for Malvern because of the fact that we have delivered
a budget surplus, because of the fact that we have a
tight rein on the state’s finances, but I am sure that if we
had delivered a budget deficit, then — you would
imagine — the member for Malvern would have been
similarly outraged, though probably the outrage would
be slightly higher. The reality is that by having a strong
focus and a disciplined approach to public sector
management, we can deliver these sorts of budget
surpluses.
The other challenge we have got as a state of course is
the fact that population growth is 1.7 per cent per
annum. Now, when you have got that level of
population growth, there is a need to provide essential
public services to manage that. You need to build roads,
you need to build hospitals, you need to build more
schools — in fact there was not a new school opened
this year because the former coalition government
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failed to plan for it. It is a problem. You can only do
these things if you have actually got the financial
capacity and wherewithal to make those sorts of
investments. That is the reality.

that with projects like the Melbourne Metro you are
looking at significant investments over a lengthy period
of time, year in, year out. You are not having peaks and
troughs; it is a steady flow of investment.

In his contribution the member for Malvern talked
about the fact that this government is committed to
overspending. Well, I wonder what school in this
budget should not have been rebuilt. Should we not be
going ahead with the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel?
Should we not be employing the additional frontline
police officers as indicated in the budget? Should we
not be employing more nurses? When I hear those
opposite saying we are being wasteful, I would
respectfully say to them, ‘Well, outline for me which
line item in the budget papers you would propose to
cut. Which nurses should be terminated? Which
teachers should be terminated? Which capital works
programs should be discontinued?’. The reality is that
we have to have this level of public expenditure in
order to underpin this level of population growth, which
is driving most of the economic growth. You cannot put
it any simpler than that. The reality is that the state
government needs to be spending money. We need to
be investing in this state.

If you look at the state capital building program, you
see that the average expenditure under the former
government was around about $200 million a year. This
year it is over $1 billion, and across the forward
estimates I think it averages out to be about
$700 million a year. So again it is providing a degree of
comfort and certainty to the private sector to have some
confidence. Similarly, I think if you look at the payroll
tax measures and the fact that we will be scaling up the
payroll tax threshold for business from $550 000 to
$650 000, you realise that is going to make it more
profitable for these smaller businesses.

If you look at the Baltic dry index, which is an
economic measure looking at shipping freight costs in
US dollars per day, you see that the Baltic dry index
peaked just prior to the global financial crisis at about
US$11 000. The Baltic dry index is important because
it is an inelastic measure of trade and economic
demand. The interesting thing with the Baltic dry index
is that it collapsed obviously after the global financial
crisis but it bottomed out in January of this year at
$200. The measure of the Baltic dry index earlier this
week was $600. So to put that in context, in 2008 it
was, I think, $11 500 and on Monday it was $600. The
reality is that the global economy is weak. Whether we
like it or not, it is weak. And the private sector is
nervous, as the private sector often is in an election
year, therefore the private sector has not been investing
to the same level you would like or expect. It is
appropriate, when you are faced with these sets of
circumstances, that you have a state government whose
members are prepared to roll up their sleeves and
invest.
That is not to say that when the market is white hot the
government should start bidding up the price of
construction and gouge away the profits of the private
sector — not at all. But when you have times of
weakness and of economic uncertainty, the government
taking clear and deliberated action to make these sorts
of investments sends a powerful signal to the private
sector that it can invest with confidence. The reality is

The reality is that small business is overwhelmingly the
engine room of the economy, and you need to try to
have an appropriate level of regulation for the private
sector but also for small businesses — and you want to
try to get the balance right in making sure they have an
appropriate level of taxation.
I was listening to the member for Malvern’s
contribution earlier. I think he was almost making a
claim to be the poster boy for 21st century Reaganism
with this notion of saying, ‘Let’s just have an adherence
to supply-side economics. Let’s reduce the taxation
burden. Let’s reduce government expenditure. Let’s
line the pockets of the top 1 per cent and from that
economic growth will be a certainty’. The reality is that
if you look at the legacy of Reagan’s presidency — I
am pretty sure from memory that the member for
Malvern is a devotee of American politics, and I would
suggest he was probably a bit of a fan of the Reagan
presidency in the 1980s — you see that America went
from being the greatest creditor nation under Carter to
being the world’s greatest debtor. The reality is that
national debt had grown from $997 billion to
$2.85 trillion by the time Reagan left office. That was a
direct consequence of the approach espoused by the
member for Malvern. That is exactly what happened.
If you turn around and basically say that as a
government you do not have an interest in progressive
taxation, if you have this blind ideological view that we
must reduce the taxation burden regardless of the
economic evidence, regardless of the fact that we have
population growth, regardless of the fact that we are
facing an increasingly inequitable society, regardless of
the fact that we are looking at an anaemic global
economy, and if you take that view to its logical
conclusion, you will end up with an inequitable society
and a budget that is in disrepair and is a mess.
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The reality is that the demand for social services will
not abate. You cannot turn around as a state and say,
‘You know what? We are going to cut the health
budget by 10 per cent, and we are going to make sure
that out there in the community we reduce the number
of operations by 10 per cent. We are going to make sure
that the level of emergency presentations will drop by
10 per cent’. It does not work that way. It is the reverse.
If you have got the population growing at 1.7 per cent
per annum, the demand for state services will increase,
not decrease, and if it increases we need to make sure
that as a state we have the capacity to respond and to
allocate the funds where they are needed at the time.
You can be immature about this. You can turn around
and basically say, ‘Look, we will just ignore reality, and
if we get into trouble, we will ask the feds for money’. I
can tell you: the feds are not coming to the party. If you
look at what the federal government has done in recent
times, you see it is trying to get out of funding essential
state services. Unless we are responsible and we are
determined, we will become another mendicant state.
We will just be like South Australia or Tasmania or the
Northern Territory, and we cannot allow that to happen.
I would have thought that those opposite, particularly a
former Treasurer, would have had the foresight to
realise that that is exactly the environment we are
walking into.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PEARSON — He was a failed Treasurer. This
is not a failed budget. I commend it to the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise this afternoon to
speak on the State Taxation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2016. As the shadow Treasurer said in
his opening remarks, unfortunately this bill contains a
number of broken promises and commitments. I think it
is incumbent on all of us, and I encourage the members
opposite, to address the comments that were made by
the Premier and indeed the Treasurer prior to the last
election when they said there would be no new taxes,
fees or charges and there would be no increase above
CPI for fees, taxes and charges. However, this bill is
replete with both, unfortunately.
I want to address a lot of my comments, not
surprisingly, to the electricity tax that we see within the
bill. Again, this is a broken promise. If you go back to
the comments made by the Premier prior to the
election, he said, ‘We will not be increasing fees above
CPI’. Yet what we have is a tripling of the brown coal
royalties attributable to some of the major employers in
the Latrobe Valley community. It is just staggering that
18 months after the comments made by the Premier we
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see a budget handed down and a bill now being debated
where those fees have tripled. I am happy for members
opposite to reconcile those comments with the
actualities of what is in the bill, but it is just an awful
thing.
When you read some of the commentary at the time,
you see that the Australian Financial Review on 6 April
says:
However, even before the budget has been handed down,
Mr Pallas has irritated the business community.
On Friday, he came under fire from the property industry for
increasing the tax on stamp duty paid by foreign investors of
residential property from 3 per cent to 7 per cent —

that is a little bit above CPI, I would have thought —
in an attempt to raise $486 million over the next four years.
Over the Anzac Day weekend, Mr Pallas also announced a
threefold tax increase for brown coal companies. The tripling
of Victoria’s brown coal royalty rate will start on 1 January
and is expected to reap an extra $252 million over four years.

What we see with that is the targeting of the Latrobe
Valley’s industry, its largest employers, for no benefit.
As it is described by the shadow Treasurer the rationale
for that is simply nonsensical. It is an attack on business
and our largest employers. The article goes on to state:
The government claims power companies could ‘easily
absorb’ the change and there was no reason for it to be passed
on to consumers.
But Australian Industry Group Victorian director Tim Piper
said the industry was ‘bitterly disappointed’ by the tax
increase imposed on business, recognising that all costs have
to be passed on. ‘This has the potential to either increase
electricity costs or affect … jobs in the Latrobe Valley, and
will undoubtedly cause problems for some businesses’,
Mr Piper said.

Absolutely right, Mr Piper, on both fronts, with
additional costs to consumers but great concerns for
jobs in the Latrobe Valley, and I will talk about that a
little bit more shortly.
Going to the local newspapers, an edition of the
Latrobe Valley Express on 28 April under the heading
‘Coal royalty rate criticised’ says:
The state government’s decision to triple Victoria’s coal
royalty rate has drawn criticism from the Latrobe Valley
power industry.

This was over the weekend when the government
announced its intention to increase fees to $252 million
in extra revenue over the next four years. The article
continues:
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A spokesperson for Hazelwood power station and Loy
Yang B owner Engie said the increase would inevitably have
a ‘detrimental in pact on the regions energy sector’ and it had
not been consulted on the decision.

After this all came out the minister said publicly that
she had indeed consulted with the industry. Yet here we
have the industry publicly saying, ‘We haven’t been
consulted. This was a nasty surprise to receive at the
last minute’.
The article also goes on to say — and this is from the
Engie spokesperson:
However, this government’s decision takes $20 million a year
straight out of the Hazelwood business.
This is a significant additional cost that has to be found at a
time when we are already experiencing very difficult
electricity market trading conditions.
Engie is a significant investor in Australia and Victoria and
while we do understand the need for energy transformation,
policies that continue to damage our business commercially
will not help the community of the Latrobe Valley or the
Victorian economy in the longer term.

That is pretty strong language I would have thought
from Engie, which is one of three companies that have
been targeted through this electricity tax. We saw today
in question time the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change answer some questions from the
Greens with respect to Engie and comments that had
been made by its CEO. What we have here is a whole
range of mixed messages and uncertainty.
We have the minister standing here today saying,
‘Nothing to see here. Don’t worry. We’re okay. We’re
not going to worry about the Latrobe Valley generators
or operators. They’ll continue on as they are’. But this
bill we are talking about today is a $252 million slug on
them over the next four years. It is just hypocrisy at its
best, I tell you. The same article says:
AGL Loy Yang general manager Steve Rieniets said the
increase in royalties would add almost $35 million in annual
operating costs to the business.
‘Increased costs of this magnitude could flow through to
wholesale electricity prices and ultimately to customers’,
Mr Rieniets said.

Mr Rieniets, who is the AGL Loy Yang general
manager, has stated publicly that this impost would
indeed flow on the costs to consumers. Yet here we
have the Treasurer and the minister and everybody in
government saying, ‘No, nothing to see here. This
won’t increase electricity prices’. I would believe Steve
Rieniets, who has worked in the industry all his life,
before listening to the Treasurer on this particular
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matter — absolutely. And so it goes on and on with
respect to massive concern from our local community.
As I mentioned, there is a lot of uncertainty and many
mixed messages coming from the government about
the energy industry and indeed with the change of
cabinet. We have seen the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change standing up here
today answering questions. Where does the Minister for
Resources fit in this equation when we are talking about
the energy industry? Are they aligned or not? We are
not really sure.
On the one hand, the minister has been standing up here
today trying to provide some confidence to the
generators in the Latrobe Valley. At the same time, not
only is the government serving them a cost impost of
$252 million over the next four years, but it has also
reviewed all coal-related projects where we might be
able to use coal for other purposes. It is in review.
There is nothing happening. So we have this situation at
the moment where there is a lack of confidence in the
business community with regard to coal in the future.
The last word that you want when you are talking about
business confidence is uncertainty, but they are the
mixed messages that are coming out of this
government.
We are concerned about the job impacts on the
industry, given the bill that we are talking about today,
and that has been reflected in comments by the sector
and the industry. At the moment there are enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) negotiations going on at
AGL, for example. When you are hit with a $35 million
cost, surely that is going to have some impact upon
employment and indeed upon those EBA negotiations.
It is staggering that at the same time that we have seen a
hiatus for 18 months in the Latrobe Valley, the Latrobe
Valley Industry and Infrastructure Fund, which was a
program run by the coalition government — a
$15 million program to create employment, grow and
expand businesses and diversify our economy — has
been abolished by this government. So for 18 months
we have not had a specific job fund in the Latrobe
Valley. Even more concerning is the fact that the latest
Australian Bureau of Statistics statistics show that there
has been a loss of nearly 12 000 full-time jobs in the
Latrobe-Gippsland region since November 2014.
Legislation like this where you are targeting specific
industries and larger employers in a particular region
with a $252 million cost impost over four years is not
going to help that situation one iota. That particular
aspect of this bill is a disgrace. It is a major concern for
not only me but also those who work in our
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community, those who live in our community and those
who are employed in our community, and it is high
time that the government got on with the job of putting
some specific programs in place to address some of the
unemployment issues that we have within our
community.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It is a pleasure
to speak on the State Taxation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2016. It is a bill that includes very
relevant and necessary revenue-raising measures but
ones that do not affect the Victorian community in the
sky-is-falling-down scenario we heard from the
opposition.
As other speakers have said, this bill seeks to increase
the foreign purchaser additional duty rate to 7 per cent,
increase the land tax surcharge for absentee owners to
1.5 per cent, extend the land tax primary production
land exemption to certain family superannuation trusts
and increase the royalty rate for brown coal. But on the
other side, in terms of tax relief it also seeks to increase
the payroll tax threshold that businesses pay to
$650 000 over the next four financial years and
introduce a new payroll tax exemption for wages paid
or payable to re-employed apprentices and/or trainees.
The bill also does some other things and makes some
other minor amendments, but I will contain my remarks
to those principal measures.
As the Treasurer said following the delivery of the
budget, this is a responsible measure in an entire
$60 billion-odd budget appropriation that has gone
down like no other budget in recent history in Victoria.
We were applauded by not only the usual supporters of
Labor budgets — working people and their families —
but also by the business community and even the real
estate community.
The reason for that is that these measures are sensible,
they are appropriate and they are proportionate. The
Secretary of the Department of Treasury and Finance
said at a public briefing recently — and I do not want to
put words in his mouth — something to the effect that
the bigger driver for foreign investment in residential
real estate is the value of the Australian dollar. So those
who profess to know that this is going to stop real estate
growth, real estate investment or property growth, I
think, are just scaremongering. The devaluation of the
Australian dollar in the recent past has had more to do
with generating more interest in terms of foreign
investment than a relatively small surcharge on foreign
property buyers by the Victorian state government has,
so I think that is proportionate.
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The other thing I want to put on the record is that I
endorse and absolutely agree with the Treasurer’s
comments in relation to the ethical imperative of
absentee landlords to actually contribute something to
the tax base of the Victorian economy. These people
are absolutely welcome to invest in Victoria, but these
absentee landlords also benefit from the tax paid by
Victorians through the GST, payroll tax and a whole
range of other avenues that they do not pay. So it is
more than fair and appropriate that they contribute to
the tax base of the economy and the state that brings
them value through their property purchase and through
increases in the value of that property because it
happens to be situated in Victoria. Again that 1.5 per
cent increase in the tax surcharge for absentee owners is
very appropriate. Statistics indicate that Melbourne
property prices have risen by 8 per cent during the last
12 months, and that was shortly after we introduced the
initial surcharge in the last budget. It did not seem to
have dampened any appetite in the investment market.
I am particularly proud of the tax relief for small
business initiative. As someone who has run a small
business — in hospitality, which I would argue is one
of the hardest small businesses to run for a whole range
of reasons, including tight margins — I know that any
little break that a small business owner can get is very
warmly welcomed, and that is interesting to highlight.
The bill increases the payroll threshold to $650 000
over a period of four years, which equates to $25 000 a
year, and this means that quite a few businesses, close
to 3000, will pay no payroll tax and a whole bunch
more will only enter the payroll tax threshold later. This
is a really important initiative for jobs generation. It is
an important initiative, particularly for a party and a
government that cares about small business.
I am told that the last time the payroll tax threshold was
altered was a decade ago, and that was during another
Labor government. It is quite interesting in terms of the
normal understanding of those who look after small
businesses and those who do not. You just have to look
at the last 10 years of Victorian history to see that Labor
governments have made the biggest advances, not just
with this payroll tax threshold reduction and the one
under the previous Labor government but also with the
reduction in red tape and the efforts of the Treasurer
outlined at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing in relation to that.
It is not only this side of politics that endorses these
measures. The National Australia Bank property
survey, as others may have mentioned, tells us that
non-residential buyers account for approximately
13 per cent of demand for Victoria’s new property, a
clear indication that they are equal competitors with
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Victorians who want to be home owners, and that
apartments accounted for 44.2 per cent of all foreign
purchases in Victoria. The Real Estate Institute of
Victoria indicates, as I said earlier, that median house
prices in Melbourne have grown by 8 per cent over the
past year, at the same time that our initial surcharge
started to apply. There are also a whole range of other
supporters.
I have not got the statement in front of me, but on the
same day as the budget was released the Real Estate
Institute of Victoria said that this was a sensible, good
budget in relation to its stakeholders and also in relation
to Victoria more generally. With the payroll tax
changes, as I said, we are reducing the burden on
business. We are the party of business. As I said earlier,
close to 3000 businesses — —
Ms Staley interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Yes, we are the party of
business. The other side may claim that title, but we
have people on our side who have actually run small
businesses, and I can mention a number of them, apart
from myself. There are a range of us:
Minister Dalidakis in the other place, the member for
Broadmeadows, and there are others who work very
closely with business, such as the member for
Essendon. Unfortunately the mantle of the party of
business that the Liberal-Nationals coalition had no
longer applies, and in fact probably has not applied for
many, many years.
With the payroll threshold increase, 36 000 businesses
in Victoria that pay payroll tax currently will see a
reduction in their tax burden. Victorian businesses with
payrolls between $4.8 million and $31.5 million will
now have the lowest payroll tax burden in Australia. In
the last minute and a half I have left I will say that the
measure that probably gives me the most significant
pride for a range of reasons is the one that increases the
royalty rate on brown coal extractors. As the Treasurer
keeps reminding those on the other side, this brings us
into line with the New South Wales and Queensland
governments.
That is one reason why it is an excellent move. The
other reason is that coal is a finite resource that is
owned collectively by the Victorian community. We
are only custodians of that resource for the time being,
and we need to extract fair value for that resource
because we will be judged by future generations if we
do not. Fair value is hard to measure with these things,
but if the next two largest economies in the country
charge a threshold similar to ours, then I think we are
about right. So increasing the royalty rate is a very good
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move. The power generators should mop up that excess
cost within their existing budgets rather than pass it on
to consumers, but if they were to pass it on to
consumers, which would be an appalling move, I think
the projections are that it would cost $2 a year.
It gives me pleasure to support the State Taxation and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2016. I think it is an
excellent bill and it builds on an outstanding budget
from the Andrews government and the Treasurer of
Victoria.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I rise to speak on
the State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2016. As other speakers have already mentioned, this
bill does a number of things, but there are two main
elements that I want to focus on today. The first is the
increase to the brown coal royalties, and the second is
the increase in stamp duty on properties bought by
foreign owners.
I listened intently to the other speakers in the debate,
and I have to say I found the arguments by the former
Treasurer pretty laughable given his complete
mismanagement of the Victorian economy during his
term, in particular the irresponsibility that he showed
towards the Victorian people and Victorian taxpayers
when it came to the east–west toll road. He seems to
have quoted the Herald Sun for about half of his
speech. It seems like that is where he is getting his
arguments from, maybe because the Herald Sun is a
better opposition to this government than the actual
opposition.
I would first like to deal with the brown coal royalties
element of this. This budget increases the brown coal,
or lignite, royalty rate starting on 1 January 2017. It is
estimated this will raise $72 million a year from 2017 to
2020. Of course increasing the cost of burning brown
coal is absolutely welcomed by the Greens. I want to
thank the government for taking this step, because for
too long we have given away our brown coal resources
for too cheap a price and we have let these big coal and
fossil fuel companies get away with making an absolute
mint at the expense of Victorians — Victorians do own
these resources.
The member for Oakleigh talked about the reason we
want to increase these royalties being because coal is a
finite resource. Actually I do not believe that is why we
need to increase royalties, because we could continue to
burn brown coal for many, many years to come; we
have a huge amount of it here in Victoria. The reason
that we cannot continue to burn it is not that it is going
to run out but that we are facing catastrophic climate
change and dangerous global warming that will affect
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all of us, in particular Victoria, which is such a dry state
and so vulnerable to changes in weather patterns. It will
affect our economy, it will affect our environment, it
will affect our very way of life.
I think that is what is missing from this debate —
someone actually standing up and saying, ‘Why on
earth do we want to even stop burning brown coal?’. It
is because we are facing this catastrophic problem and
we need to sometimes step back from the argy-bargy of
the debate in Parliament and talk about why on earth
we are here in the first place, which is to protect
Victorians from threats like this. Climate change is the
biggest threat that we are facing.
Mr Hibbins interjected.
Ms SANDELL — We absolutely need to keep coal
in the ground, as the member for Prahran is saying. We
are very glad that we are seeing coal companies pay a
fairer price. It can be measured against what they pay in
other states, particularly given the damage that coal
burning causes, not just to climate change, as I
mentioned, but also to people’s health. We saw that
through the Hazelwood mine fire, which was
catastrophic for local communities. In fact we would
have liked to see the price of these royalties increase
even more, as experts are calling for. We are
disappointed that the government has not taken the step
to increase them even more to cover the health and
climate change damage that coal companies cause.
However, I do want to point out something that has not
been mentioned. There is a consequence of raising
these royalties that has not really been covered very
well either in the media or in the parliamentary debate.
The budget shows that these royalties are going to total
$72 million a year out to 2020, so on the one hand the
government is saying it is collecting $72 million a year
from royalties out to 2020. On the other hand the
government is saying it wants to increase renewable
energy and tackle climate change.
Let us have a think about that. Those two things are a
bit at odds with each other. The budget is saying that
the government wants to collect the same amount of
money from brown coal royalties every year and
indicates it expects the same amount of brown coal to
be burnt every year in Victoria until 2020. So there is
no forecast for a reduction in the royalties, which in
turn must mean that the government is not expecting a
reduction in the burning of brown coal at all. Is Labor
saying through this budget that it is committing to
burning the same amount of brown coal every year out
to 2020 even though the impacts of climate change are
getting worse and worse? That is the question that I am
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putting to this government because it seems to be the
case, unfortunately.
Victorians are already amongst the most
greenhouse-polluting people per capita in the world. As
we have heard, we are home to the dirtiest power
station in the entire country in Hazelwood. With this
increased royalty rate and the fact that the government
does not expect it to decrease over time, I am concerned
that all the government is doing is a quick cash grab
while actually committing to business as usual when it
comes to burning brown coal. In fact now the
government is financially dependent and reliant on
brown coal. This may serve as a disincentive to reduce
brown coal mining in Victoria, just as revenue from
pokies, for example, acts as a disincentive to get rid of
these soul-destroying and life-destroying machines.
Maybe the government might say that this is intended
just to be for the short term, perhaps out to 2020. I have
heard no argument really in favour of this so far. But if
that would be its argument, then I would say that that is
a bit of a cop-out, because if we are just leaving the
problem of climate change and tackling the problem of
burning brown coal for a future government to deal
with post-2020, that is not leadership. It is not even
responsible in this era of climate change.
Victoria relies on coal to generate over 90 per cent of
our electricity. We are literally choosing the worst
possible way of providing energy for our citizens. For
the future of Victorians, for the future of humanity, we
cannot stand by and let it continue. Anyone who does in
any form is complicit in the consequences of climate
change. So I would like to know from this government
whether this budget announcement means it has any
plans to phase out coal. I sincerely hope that it does
have plans to phase out coal, but I have to say that after
almost two years in this job I am fast losing hope. This
budget just seems to indicate that the government is
very happy to profit from the continued burning of coal
into the future. I sincerely hope that is not the case, but I
am worried that it is.
I will briefly move on to the second matter, and that is
the increase in the foreign purchaser stamp duty from
3 per cent to 7 per cent and also the increase for
absentee purchases from 0.5 per cent to 1.5 per cent. It
seems to me that this is really just a judicious political
move from the government — raising tax revenue from
people who do not vote. It is something that I am sure is
quite popular in the electorate and I imagine that is why
the government has done it, rather than for any
important economic reason. It certainly will not do
anything, as far as we can tell, to address housing
affordability.
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We will take a closer look at this measure before the
bill comes before the upper house, and we are really
open to having a conversation with the government
about this measure before it does come to the upper
house, where the numbers are a little bit tighter. As has
already been noted by many of my colleagues, in
particular Mr Barber in the other place, stamp duty is
not a particularly efficient tax and we are very, very
open to discussions with this government about tax
reform that is fair and efficient. Our door is always
open to the government to have that discussion, and I
look forward to it.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure to
rise today to speak on the State Taxation and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2016 because it does give me an
opportunity to set the record straight on some of the
economic indicators in Victoria at this point in time and
maybe use some of that data and some of that story to
contrast the economic state of Victoria now under the
Andrews Labor government, so ably economically
managed by our very fine Treasurer, with the incredible
incompetence of the previous government. I want to do
that because we are talking about a revenue bill, and I
want to tell a bit of a story about what it is that this
government seeks to achieve in bringing this bill to the
house.
We see revenue raising as having a very clear purpose
in the delivery of the types of services needed by the
people in our communities, the people that we on this
side of the house represent. These are people who are
often doing it tough themselves and rely on first-class
government services in order to enjoy the type of life
that we want them to have and to ensure opportunity for
their children.
I want to point to a few very key economic indicators
that demonstrate how well the state is now travelling
under the Premier and the economic stewardship of the
Treasurer. We inherited an unemployment rate of
6.6 per cent; the current unemployment rate is 5.6 per
cent — and that is what has been achieved in our short
time in government. I might also point out that when
the coalition government won office and came to power
in 2010, unemployment under outgoing Premier
Brumby was 4.9 per cent. What we saw was a blow-out
in unemployment in the four years of the coalition
government, and under this government we have been
working assiduously every day to roll that back,
because we understand that the best chance for any
person in life is achieved through gainful and secure
employment.
I am also delighted to report that jobs created under this
government are in the order of 113 000. What a contrast
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that is with the measly 95 900 created in the entire
period of the previous government. I want to make the
point that any move by this government to increase
revenue is always done with real purpose and intent,
and it is about increasing opportunity for people in
Victoria and ensuring that economic benefits are
distributed right across the state.
One of the aspects of this bill that has caused some
consternation on the other side of the house is the
increase in the foreign purchaser additional duty rate to
7 per cent, and the increase in the land tax surcharge for
absentee owners to 1.5 per cent. These are measures
that I applaud. I think that the Treasurer has been very
sensible in bringing them to the house.
We all know that Melbourne is the world’s most livable
city. We also know — and I am delighted that the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events is in the
house — that Victoria has the best of everything, and
we want to keep it that way and ensure that all of those
who benefit from our livability and from the
opportunity that this wonderful state presents pay their
share. That is all we are asking for here; that is all that
we are doing. We are ensuring that those who are
making investments in this state and who are
themselves benefiting from those investments make
some small contribution to the services and amenity of
this state. I think it is an excellent measure, and I
commend the Treasurer for this bill and for bringing it
to this place.
I will go back to my earlier point about revenue raising
with purpose and intent. I will take up some of the
points that are often raised by those on the other side
about this government and its commitment to regional
Victoria. I stand here very proudly as a Labor Party
member and representative of the regional seat of
Macedon, and I can tell you that in my electorate this
budget, every element of it, was received with great
applause. There are so many initiatives contained in this
budget that will lift opportunity for people in Macedon,
from the small businesses I regularly meet with to the
parents whose children at Woodend Primary School are
seeing a much overdue upgrade being delivered to their
school.
Business owners in Daylesford have been crying out for
some action and safety improvements at the
East Street–Midland Highway intersection, which often
experiences a diabolical mix of heavy trucks and tourist
traffic. All of these things are being delivered by the
2016–17 Andrews Labor government budget. In this
budget we have seen a record boost to health with
$1.6 billion. This was an amazing and a fantastic
announcement. Of this, $169 million is to redevelop the
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Goulburn Valley Health Shepparton campus, including
new wards and expansion of the emergency department.
What an amazing initiative! I know that the extremely
hardworking member for Shepparton was delighted that
through her advocacy to a government that is prepared to
listen and that works to seek out and understand what the
needs of the community are and to build relationships with
those members who seek to have constructive
relationships with it, this is what can be achieved. That is a
fantastic investment in health in regional Victoria.
I want to talk about where we are investing in
education. I congratulate the parliamentary library for
very helpfully putting together some excellent
summaries of the coverage of our fantastic budget and
also for detailing for us where we have been making
investments in regional Victoria.
For the record, I want to let members know that
$151 million has been allocated for upgrading,
modernising and regenerating the following schools in
regional Victoria: Bacchus Marsh College, Ballarat
Secondary College, Baringa School, Bellarine
Secondary School, Belmont High School, Benalla P–12
College, Bendigo Senior Secondary College, Brauer
College, Broadford Secondary College, Casterton
Secondary College, Donald High School, Drouin
Secondary College, the Echuca regeneration project,
Grovedale College, Irymple Secondary College,
Kalianna School Bendigo, Manifold Heights Primary
School, Mansfield Secondary College, Matthew
Flinders Girls Secondary College, Merbein P–10
College, Morwell Park Primary School, Mount Clear
College, Nelson Park School, North Geelong
Secondary College, Oberon High School, Ocean Grove
Primary School, Portland Bay School, Portland Primary
School, Portland Secondary College, Red Cliffs
Secondary College, Rochester Secondary College,
Rutherglen High School, Warracknabeal Secondary
College, Warracknabeal Special Development School,
Warragul Regional College, Warrnambool College,
Whittington Primary School, Woodend Primary
School — big cheer for Woodend — and Yarram
Primary School.
My point is that we raise revenue for a reason. It is to
deliver the services in education and health that the
people of Victoria, in particular regional Victoria, so
justly deserve. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I can see why the
government only wanted to have a couple of hours
debate on this bill, because clearly its backbenchers do
not have a clue what it is about. They seem to think it is
about expenditure rather than taxes. One thing the
Labor Party has never understood, and clearly it will
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never learn, is you cannot tax your way into prosperity.
In two years we have had virtually a 21 per cent
increase in taxation. We have gone from $17.9 billion
in taxes to $21.6 billion in taxes in just two years. You
cannot tax your way into prosperity. This Labor
government just does not have a clue. Clearly
government members think they know how to spend
taxpayers money better than taxpayers do; they think
they know how to spend it more wisely.
There were plenty of opportunities with the enormous
revenue growth that they have had. There were plenty
of opportunities to provide genuine tax cuts and still
keep up with the very healthy growth in population that
we are experiencing and the less healthy but still
positive growth in terms of the economy. This is a
government that has a rapidly expanding tax base.
Government members promised that they would not
increase taxes. They broke that promise, and they are
continuing to deny that they have broken that promise.
As Victorian taxpayers know only too well, the now
Premier gave a solemn promise to Peter Mitchell the
night before the election that he would not raise taxes.
He tries to claim that he is raising taxes on everyone but
Victorians. The figures tell a different story: from
$17.9 billion in taxes to $21.6 billion in taxes in just
two years.
The Treasurer tried to run a line on budget day — he
tried to run it before and he has tried to run it since —
that he has got this wonderful economic credibility and
these wonderful surpluses. Despite the fact that we have
had massive growth in terms of revenue and because
we have had massive growth in expenditure, the
surpluses that he is projecting are still down on those
that were projected by the coalition in the pre-election
budget update. Clearly this Treasurer had only one aim
when he set out to frame this budget. He had only thing
right at the front of this mind, and that was how he
could spend this windfall revenue — how he could
make sure he spends the money and not give it back to
the taxpayers.
I have got to say if that was his ambition, and it seems it
was, then he has succeeded, because this is easily the
biggest taxing budget in the history of the state. There
are more taxes now being paid by Victorians than at
any other time in the history of the state. As I
mentioned, despite the fact that we have had growth in
the state economy, the tax share of gross state product is
rising. So Victorians are not only paying a lot more
taxes in terms of dollars but they are paying more in
terms of the size of the economy. The growth in taxes is
much, much faster than the growth in the state
economy.

STATE TAXATION AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Thursday, 26 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

Now there has been some conversation about measures
with regard to stamp duty. By inference from
successive Labor speakers, this is all about taxing those
terrible foreigners. This is all about people who do not
pay taxes, and according to the Labor Party, ‘We’re
going to make sure that we get them to pay their fair
share’. It is interesting, though, because that particular
measure is going to raise $374 million over four years.
Stamp duty in 2014–15 was expected to be
$4.422 billion. In the financial year that finishes in
about a month’s time it will have been $6.064 billion,
so it is up 37 per cent. It is up $1.6 billion in a very
short period. If you take that $374 million over four
years and you deduct that from the $1.6 billion, then
you get $1.2 billion. But of course the soak is much
greater even than that, because it is a little less than
$100 million a year for each of the four years, which by
my arithmetic suggests that Victorians themselves —
not the foreign investors — are paying $1.5 billion
more in stamp duty this year than they did before. It is
well over a 30 per cent increase in stamp duty in just
two years, yet the Premier claims, ‘No, Victorians
aren’t paying more taxes’.
Then we have land tax. Again these are measures to
‘take on these foreign owners, these absentee owners,
and we’re going to triple the rate with effect from
January 2017’. That measure raises $112 million over
four years if there is no diversion in investment. Of
course we know from the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee hearings that the government has
not done any modelling, or if it has, it will not admit to
it. It has made no provision for diversion of investment.
It does not seem to understand that if we in Victoria put
extra taxes on property, investors will simply take their
money elsewhere. If the Treasurer believes — I do not
think for a moment that he does believe; he is simply
pretending to believe — that these measures will have
no effect, we really have got no hope for the state of
Victoria.
In terms of land tax, you need to look more broadly at
the total take. In 2014–15 it was $1.75 billion. In
2016–17 it was $2.225 billion — almost half a billion
dollars extra in the coming year alone. The surcharge
over four years averages $28 million. Okay, it is
coming in on 1 January, but it averages $28 million
over four years, so by my calculations about 6 per cent
of that extra revenue is being paid by those terrible
foreigners that the Premier wants to soak. The other
$450 million-plus is being paid by ordinary
Victorians — again a direct broken promise.
On payroll tax, we heard the member for Oakleigh, that
titan of small business, tell us just how wonderful the
payroll tax cuts are. The threshold is currently
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$550 000. It goes up to $650 000 by 1 July 2019 — a
$286 million cost over four years but $119 million of
that in 2019–20, so very much up the back end. Next
year the tax take will be $5.671 billion. By
2019–20 it will be up to $6.5 billion, so by 2019–20 the
government will be taking an extra $1.4 billion a year,
and it is going to give back $119 million. Again, it is a
very small contribution from its increased take.
Car registration fees are again up. I want to finish off to
talk a little bit about Labor’s electricity tax, because this
is an absolutely disgraceful measure. We have heard the
nonsense that this is simply bringing us into line with
New South Wales and Queensland. We know New
South Wales and Queensland export; we know Victoria
does not. So who is it going to hit? If we look at advice
from Morgan Stanley to its investors, it indicates that
every household would on average be paying an extra
$25 a year as a result of this particular tax. This is a
Premier who has admitted the increase; he could not
fob it off and say, ‘No, this is a tax on foreign
investors’. He has admitted it is an increase, but it is an
increase for every household. This is a government that
did a wonderful job hiding the cost of the desalination
plant in increased Melbourne water rates; it is trying to
do the same thing taxing people on their electricity bills
and pushing that cost into their electricity bills.
Worse than that, this is not a progressive tax; this is a
flat tax. This is a tax on the people who are least able to
afford it, many of whom, because they cannot afford to
get gas connected, have to rely on electricity for their
heating. They are going to get hit, and they are going to
get hit hard. We have a series of tax increases over the
forward estimates. By 2016–17, this coming financial
year, we will be paying in this state an extra
$3.72 billion a year in taxes. The Premier, of course, as
I mentioned earlier, told Peter Mitchell that there would
be no extra taxes — $3.72 billion a year! This is just an
absolute disgrace.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — Lovely seeing you in the
chair today, Acting Speaker Crisp. I rise happily to
speak on this bill. This is a bill that actually does
something quite constructive and useful. I know that it
will affect many of our small businesses; in fact nearly
3000 small businesses will benefit from increasing their
payroll tax thresholds to $650 000. I find really
interesting the criticisms we have had from the other
side, and I really wonder how much time those opposite
have actually spent thinking about this. I suspect it is
very little. I also suspect that they are continuing to look
into the looking glass and are not actually looking far
and wide to see how the changes that this government
is making are affecting people and the differences that
they are making in people’s lives.
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I say that because I am surprised that the member for
Mornington would talk about how this supposed tax
that he has just come up with would affect the people
least able to afford it. I would really like to know where
the representation is from those opposite for a federal
government that is doing exactly that and hurting
absolutely those people who can least afford it. There
are tax decreases that the federal government is giving
to people earning over $80 000 while doing absolutely
nothing for people earning under $80 000, and there are
the increases to Medicare payments that will come into
effect if this federal government is re-elected. That will
hurt the people who can least afford it.
Those opposite make these mealy-mouthed comments
about people who cannot afford it. I wish to God that
they had actually done something in the four years that
they were in government to help those people who
could least afford it, because all they did was hurt
people, which is why we see with this government we
have a Victorian unemployment rate that is now 5.6 per
cent, below the national rate of 5.7 per cent. It has gone
down one percentage point since we came to
government, and it is like that because we are doing
things like creating legislation such as this that will help
small business, help people invest in their communities
and help people invest in jobs.
It is pretty outrageous that the shadow Treasurer is
accusing the Labor Party of not supporting jobs or not
caring about jobs. I found that just astonishing — the
hubris that comes from that man! Nothing would
surprise me, because he is a lot of hot air that does not
actually come to much. In fact I suspect that that is
probably a view shared by James Campbell. What the
shadow Treasurer talked about in his contribution was
how all these things were at the expense of Victorians.
What was at the expense of Victorians was a useless,
lazy government that we had for four years which did
not do anything, which cut back on our TAFEs and
which did not contribute in any meaningful way to the
Victorian economy, which is not what this government
is doing. This government is actively contributing to the
Victorian economy. We are getting on with it, and we
are getting it done. We are making things happen, and
we are improving things.
Unemployment under the previous government peaked
at nearly 7 per cent in July 2014. This is the record
those opposite want to rest on. This is the record they
want to defend — people out of work. What did those
opposite do? They created 96 100 jobs over the entire
course of their term. We are around 18 months in, and
we have already created 113 500 jobs. We have created
nearly double the jobs that the Liberals created in their
four years in government. Absolutely hopeless! Do you
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know why they were hopeless? Because they were not
prepared to get in and do the work. They do not know
how to roll up their sleeves and work, because they are
not the party of workers, and they are not the party that
consists of workers — we are. We are the workers on
this side, and this is exactly what we are doing. We are
getting down to work in Victoria. We are making things
happen, and we are improving the lives of Victorians.
This payroll tax threshold increase will matter to
people. It will help our small businesses, and we know
when we help our small businesses we get growth. We
have investments in community. We have a whole
variety of things that come from the benefits of
supporting small business.
I also want to talk about the increase to the foreign
purchasers surcharge. I believe those opposite all talked
about the sky falling in and that it would be the end of
time if we did that. That in fact has not happened.
Melbourne housing prices are still doing very well; they
are rising up to around 8 per cent a year. The sky has
not yet fallen in, and in fact it will not. There was
$26 billion invested in Victorian real estate. It has not
changed a thing in that sense; it has not weakened our
economy at all.
Again, the lack of work done by those opposite, the
false prophecies that they came up with, do not bear
fruit, and they do not form any sense of reality. In
2013–14 this investment was only $14 billion. I think
we can see quite clearly that the work the Labor
government is doing, this fantastic Andrews
government is doing, is actually making things happen
in this state and is actually increasing productivity,
increasing investment and increasing the wealth of the
state. More people are in work, more projects are
happening, more things are happening altogether,
because we have a government that is actually working.
We are open for business, and we are creating jobs,
because jobs are absolutely important to us and we care
about them. We want to invest in our small businesses,
we want to invest in our communities, we want to
invest in our TAFEs, we want to invest in our schools
and we want to invest in our hospitals, because we want
to drive this economy. We want major projects to
happen, we want major infrastructure to happen
because we want to drive our economy. When our
economy is strong, our people are strong.
We think this is a very good investment, and it is a
great thing that Labor is doing — that we are actually
spending the time to go through and create positive
policies that will see real results. When we talk about
the brown coal royalty rate, this is the first royalty rate

STATE TAXATION AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Thursday, 26 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

rise in over a decade. We are well below other states,
and there is no reason why we should be below other
states. Currently coal mining operations pay around
7.6 cents per gigajoule. The new rate from 1 January
2017 will be approximately 23.6 cents per gigajoule.
This will generate $252 million over the forward
estimates. This is a considerable amount of money
coming into this state, which will be able to be spent on
things like schools, hospitals and TAFEs — the
infrastructure that this state needs.
It needs a government that understands the importance
of those things instead of a government that does not
actually want to invest in anything, which is exactly
what we saw with the previous government. We heard
a lot of words and we saw a bit of flapping around, but
we did not actually see any hard-core, real investment
happening in this state. We certainly saw nothing in that
four years like the investment we have seen in this state
over the past 18 months. We have seen a great deal of
work going on in this state, and we still have a great
deal of work to do, which we will do. Keeping our state
up to date with current costs is one of the reasons why
we are able to do this.
We do not expect it to dramatically increase electricity
bills. In fact we think it will be around $2. It is a
national market, and Victorian producers have to
compete in a national market. They have to be
competitive. After all, this was the great big new world
that was supposed to happen with the privatisation of
the energy industry. It was supposed to be a
competitive market and that was supposed to drive
prices down. By increasing it to 23.6 cents per
gigajoule, there is not going to be a huge difference. I
go back to my earlier comment when I started this
speech, which is that to talk about those on the other
side really caring about those who need it most, about
the people in our community who need support and
help, is absolute baloney. It is absolute baloney because
they did not demonstrate in the four years that they
were in government that they cared about those people.
The Liberal Party at a national level has certainly not
demonstrated that those are the people it cares about. In
the 18 months those opposite have been in opposition I
am yet to see any evidence that they really care about
those who need the assistance of this government the
most. I have not seen them come up with any argument
or any policies that would indicate that vulnerable
people in this state are their concern. I have seen
nothing. What I have seen is those members opposite
being absolute apologists for the federal government
and for the horrific slashing and burning that the federal
government is doing in this country and in this state. I
have not seen those members stand up for this state and
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demand greater infrastructure investment, which we are
currently dramatically under-receiving. I have not seen
them demand a better outcome across the board for this
state from that federal government. All they have done
is to have been absolute apologists, and they have not
shown that they do care about the people in this state or
in fact that they are able to stand up for the people in
this state, because they cannot. They sit there and they
do very little. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the State Taxation and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2016. This bill should be called the State Taxation Grab
2016. I want to particularly refer to a couple of points,
and firstly, to the property tax, and also the electricity
tax. As we have the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change at the table, I might start with the
tax grab in electricity, which is going to cost Victorians
dearly. The member for Eltham, in her contribution that
we have just heard, said that this new tripling of a
carbon tax is not going to cost consumers much at all,
only a couple of dollars on their energy bill. That is
quite interesting when we have had the minister and the
Treasurer say that this tax will not cost any consumer
one cent and that — —
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Excuse me? That is exactly
what the minister said, because what she said, and it
was also referred to in the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) hearings, was that this
particular tax would be absorbed by businesses. We
have just seen that the government of the day has no
idea about what the tax ramifications are of this bill, of
the tax grab that we are seeing right here, and it
certainly has no regard for energy users, no regard for
consumers whatsoever. The minister is going out
because the minister is being reshuffled out of
resources, and her going out was to say to the
consumers, ‘Here is a couple of fingers to you. I do not
frankly care. We are going to push up energy prices and
you can deal with it’. That is what we are seeing — a
300 per cent increase in a tax, this electricity tax, which
will be passed directly on to each and every Victorian,
make no mistake.
We have heard the government of the day talking and
saying, ‘Well, you know with this royalty we have got
here, it should go up because other states pay more.
Other states pay more, New South Wales and
Queensland pay more, so Victoria should be paying
more of a tax on coal’. Again it shows the absolute
arrogance and lack of knowledge of the government
when it comes to our resources industry here in
Victoria, because the brown coal that comes out of
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Victoria gets used directly for producing energy, each
and every bit of it. It is not like in Queensland and New
South Wales where it is used for exports; here it is for
local consumption. What that means is that it goes
straight into electricity, and by pushing up the royalty
that effectively goes straight into electricity prices —
make no mistake.
The minister got up before PAEC and said that it is not
going to cost consumers a great deal. We have had the
likes of AGL in its report saying that in terms of
connections it is a further at least $25 every year for
connections — not the $1 or $2 that the member for
Eltham said, not zero dollars as the minister said, but at
least $25.
Who does this hurt the most? Not those that have got
solar panels on their homes, not those that are able to
invest in renewables — and we want more to invest in
renewables. Who it is going to hurt more are the
60 000 energy customers already experiencing
hardship — we have more than $50 million in unpaid
energy bills right now here in Victoria — and they are
the ones who are going to cop it the most, because
when the bill goes up they are the ones who have to pay
the price, and that is on the minister’s head. But do you
know what? The minister does not have to care because
she has just handed over the resources portfolio. She
has moved into environment and climate change, and
she still has the energy portfolio. The minister will
produce many great initiatives and incentives to just
further push up those prices and unfortunately it will be
Victorians who will have to bear the costs every time.
Do you know the most disappointing thing of all? We
asked the minister at PAEC about the $252 million tax
credit that will affect the Latrobe Valley and jobs in the
Latrobe Valley. The minister is sitting in the chamber
here, just ignoring me. At the end of the day she should
be very much caring about what she is doing to all
Victorians, but when the minister was asked at PAEC,
‘This $252 million, how much of that is going to go
back to people in the valley that are going to be affected
in terms of their jobs, in terms of the transition
potentially into other industries? How much of that
$252 million? All of it, half of it?’, the answer was
zero. It will all go into the tax grab, all go into
consolidated revenue — make no mistake. Members of
this government do not care about anything at all except
for propping up themselves and propping up their
budget by using the tax grabs that we are seeing out of
this particular budget.
The second thing that I want to refer to is this property
tax grab. We have a state that is reliant on the
construction industry. Around 10 per cent of people are

Thursday, 26 May 2016

employed in jobs directly or indirectly through the
construction industry. We have such an important
industry as this, from primary production all the way
through. Then we go out and say, ‘What we’re going to
do is put the brakes on when it comes to the
construction industry and we’re going to ensure that we
take away one of our biggest job-producing industries’.
This government came in and said it was going to
create 100 000 new jobs and then it goes and taxes the
most rewarding industry, the industry that is actually
giving the government the windfall it has got in taxes.
Doing that just shows the absolute lack of
understanding of economics 101 by this government.
We have seen that we have been a state of opportunity
and we have been talked about as living in the most
livable city. It is something that we all pride ourselves
on. But we are seeing a lawless state under this new
government’s rule. Now we are starting to attack those
very people that have got these jobs with one arm
behind their back by taxing the very industry that
produces these jobs. The government has been blessed
with the taxes from the large property boom, much of
which has been attributed to the significant overseas
investment that in turn has created these infrastructure
jobs. This additional tax-targeting grab, the likes of an
increase from 3 per cent to 7 per cent directly targeting
foreign investors, is another hit from this government,
again affecting confidence in investing here in Victoria
in the future. I am sure the premiers of New South
Wales and Queensland would have thanked the
Victorian Premier for the extra investment they will
receive at the expense of Victoria.
It is the stupidity of the Labor government which will
hurt the state’s property market, jobs and the
economy — the lack of consultation and lack of
understanding about the industry and the ramifications
of this foreign investor tax. That shows the two-faced
nature of the Andrews government. The Premier opens
the door to inward-bound trade missions, encouraging
foreign investors to come here, paying for them to
come here on these overseas trips to look at investing
here in Victoria. Then he slaps a huge tax on them and
says, ‘Do you know what? You are not wanted’. He
says, ‘Come in on an inward-bound trade mission, have
a look around, see what you can do in terms of
investment, have a press conference. We’re concerned
about trade’. But when it comes to the very moment
when we want their money, he says, ‘No. Go back. We
don’t want you to invest here in Victoria’. It is
absolutely self-interest and it is a lack of leadership
from this government.
We have seen the Minister for Planning locking up
Melbourne in his planning schemes, completely locking
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out any future growth. Who does that affect the most? It
is renters, the low-income earners that cannot get into
property, that have to queue for property, young people.
Once again, in its lack of vision the government is
targeting young people, people who want to be property
owners, who want to buy their first homes. Again, the
government is saying, ‘No, we won’t do that. We’ll
lock up Melbourne. We’ll make sure that we won’t
have any property investment’. We have already had
pressure from the banks in terms of lending to foreign
investors. This is another attack on foreign investors.
When my family and other immigrants came here to
Victoria I am sure they were not targeted by the
government saying, ‘Do you know what? We’re going
to treat you differently than everybody else and we’re
going to give you this tax that other people don’t have’.
That is what this great state is meant to be based on. We
stand up here and we talk about multiculturalism, we
talk about inclusion, we talk about accepting all. But do
you know what? When it comes to taxation, we will
say, ‘No. We’ll take your money and we’ll tax you as
well’.
This has a huge economic impact. We stand here today
and it will be very interesting to see in 12 to 18 months
how many jobs are lost under this government, what the
repercussions are of this sort of taxation, what lack of
investment will happen, what it will do to construction,
all the way through from quarrying the rocks and the
sand, the cement, the electricians, the plumbers and
other tradies, to those that are purchasing at the other
end of the property market. This taxation policy is
going to harm all Victorians. It is poor judgement by
this government, a lack of vision, lack of leadership. All
it is is another big, huge, fat tax grab.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I am pleased
to speak this afternoon on the State Taxation and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2016. These amendments in the
bill give effect to the state taxation measures announced
in the recent state budget and there are minor
amendments to support other improvements in
Victoria’s revenue laws.
As a result of sound economic management the
Victorian economy is unquestionably thriving. We are
in a strong economic position — indeed the strongest
economic position in the nation — and personally I
commend the Premier and Treasurer for their efforts in
this regard. Victoria has maintained its AAA credit
rating. This is a result of the Andrews Labor
government’s responsible economic management and
sound fiscal policies. This is demonstrated in the
$2.9 billion operating surplus the Andrews Labor
government has delivered for the 2016–17 financial
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year. Surpluses average $2.1 billion a year throughout
the forward estimates.
Keeping the budget in surplus means that the Victorian
economy is less vulnerable to the adverse effects of
economic shocks. Further, maintaining a surplus means
that the Andrews Labor government is not spending a
large proportion of taxpayers money on servicing debt
repayments. Instead this money can be spent more
efficiently on delivering the services and infrastructure
that Victoria’s growing population requires, indeed
needs, to secure its future prosperity.
One of the greatest myths in Australian politics, as I
said yesterday in my speech on the budget, is the
coalition parties’ claim that they are the only parties
that will deliver fiscal responsibility and sound
economic management. As I also said yesterday in this
place, this is a myth that needs to be dispelled, and the
Andrews Labor government’s 2016–17 budget and
state taxation bills do exactly that. They show that
Labor is the party of sound economic management.
Economic growth has risen to 2.5 per cent annually,
and the Andrews Labor government is creating jobs at
three times the rate achieved by the former government.
Ongoing economic growth and productivity are
obviously important for a number of reasons. They
create ongoing and additional employment
opportunities for Victoria, they create jobs and they
create more jobs. Victoria’s unemployment rate was
5.6 per cent in April and it is now below the national
rate of 5.7 per cent. The unemployment rate is already
down 1 percentage point since the government came
into office in November 2014.
Under the previous government unemployment peaked
at 6.9 per cent, in July 2014. Those opposite created
only some 96 100 jobs over the entire course of their
term, compared to the 113 500 already created under
this government. The national unemployment rate is
steady — in April — at 5.7 per cent, and seasonally
adjusted, there were 3 006 300 people employed in
Victoria in April 2016. Of these, there were 2 010 600
full-time jobs. There are 995 700 part-time employed.
These are real jobs for real people. They are not from
creative accounting.
Employment has increased by 113 500 jobs since this
government came to office, and this is entirely
consistent with the government’s priority to grow jobs
by over 100 000 in the first two years in office. Where
people have jobs — jobs that pay fairly and have
reasonable conditions — they have a higher standard of
living. A job usually means that people have a better
chance to put food on the table, they have a better
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chance to put shelter over their head and over the heads
of their family, they have a better chance at meeting
increasing utility costs and they have a better chance to
give their kids a chance — to give their kids an
education and the other things that children need. But,
importantly, when people have a job they also have the
dignity of work. We know that a job gives people a
sense of fulfilment and a sense of purpose.
Another benefit of economic growth is the inevitable
increase in state revenue. Economic growth leads to
increased state revenue. State revenue is what enables
the government to invest in crucial pieces of
infrastructure and deliver more and better services to
Victoria’s growing population — more and better
services and infrastructure to our growing community
in the suburbs that I represent as the member for Pascoe
Vale.
As I said yesterday, a strong economy, with economic
growth, including job growth, and inevitably increasing
levels of revenue, is an essential part of a strong society.
You cannot have a strong society without a strong
economy, and you cannot have a strong economy
without a strong society. They are not mutually
exclusive.
Because of the economic position of this state, an
economic position influenced by the prudent and
disciplined leadership of our Treasurer, the recent state
budget invests in the services and infrastructure that our
growing state requires and that our growing community
needs. The appropriation bills and the state taxation
bills enable Labor to get on with the projects that our
state is waiting on. They deliver on Labor’s promises.
We are investing in hospitals, we are investing in roads,
we are investing in transport, and — importantly — we
are investing in our schools. Indeed this is Victoria’s
biggest education budget ever, with over $1.1 billion
dedicated to building, upgrading and maintaining
schools across the state.
As we know, under the previous government — under
the mess that was created under Premiers Baillieu and
Napthine — schools were left to rot, and this is no more
true than in the northern suburbs of Melbourne. Indeed
Pascoe Vale South Primary School was a school that
time forgot! But we are not just talking about making
Victoria the education state; we are getting it done. Our
economic position means that in Pascoe Vale we are
rebuilding schools and improving roads and transport.
We are rebuilding Pascoe Vale South Primary School;
we are planning to rebuild Coburg North Primary
School and Strathmore Secondary College; we are
rebuilding Westbreen Primary School; and we have just
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completed adding to Coburg High School with the
completion of the junior school there.
There are two projects, which I did not get an
opportunity to mention yesterday, which are also
possible because of economic growth but which
importantly will continue to drive economic growth,
both across the state and in my community, and those
are the noise walls on the Western Ring Road and the
Melbourne Metro rail tunnel. The Andrews Labor
government provided $10 million for the construction
of noise walls along the southern side of the
M80 ring-road between Pascoe Vale Road and the
Tullamarine Freeway in the 2015–16 state budget, and
this expenditure continues and is possible because of
the state of the budget and the economic prudence
shown by the Treasurer.
A few weeks ago we were in Augustine Terrace in
Glenroy talking to the local residents about how they
want to see the noise walls rolled out and what they
want them to look like. Importantly not only will the
new noise walls be aesthetically pleasing to those
residents, but there will be long stretches of noise walls
which will protect whole communities across Glenroy
and Gowanbrae. There should be a reduction of noise in
residential areas, and quieter suburbs will mean people
can enjoy their backyards and get a good night’s sleep.
The budget also fully funded the Melbourne Metro rail
tunnel, the biggest rail project in Australia. Melbourne
Metro removes two of our busiest rail lines —
Cranbourne-Pakenham and Sunbury — from the city
loop, and the project gives the Cranbourne-Pakenham
and Sunbury lines their own tunnel through the CBD.
This will help free up space in the loop to run more
trains in and out of the city, including on the Upfield
and Craigieburn lines, both of which run through my
district. Melbourne Metro will increase the capacity and
reliability of train services in Melbourne’s growing
north, delivering more frequent train services to help
meet the demands of our growing community. This is
possible because of the economic growth that we see.
Upon completion of Melbourne Metro, commuters on
the Upfield line will enjoy more frequent and reliable
services.
Whilst we cannot build the infrastructure that our state
needs without a strong economy and we cannot build
the infrastructure that our state needs without adequate
revenues, it is important to note that the difference
between Labor and Liberal is that we make revenue
collection fairer. Despite the remarks of those opposite,
it is important to note that, unlike those who are sitting
on the opposite benches, when Labor makes changes to
taxation laws it is motivated not only by the need for
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revenue but also the need for services and
infrastructure, and it is motivated not only by what is
good for business but what is fair and reasonable for the
others who pay taxation. Labor seeks to find the
balance.
Those opposite claim to be the friends of business, but
they are only really the friends of big business, and
indeed sometimes that is questionable too because,
whilst they might be the friends of those who make the
profits from big business, they are not necessarily the
friends of those working in big businesses.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
Ms BLANDTHORN — Well, I was coming to
public holidays, for the member for Hawthorn, but if I
can first mention the changes to the payroll tax which
will obviously make things far fairer for smaller
businesses. As the Treasurer said in his press release in
relation to the payroll tax:
By reducing the payroll tax burden placed on Victorian
businesses we’re allowing them to expand, hire more staff,
and boost jobs and investment.
By the time it is fully implemented, businesses with an annual
payroll of between $4.8 million and $31.5 million will have
the lowest payroll tax burden in the country —

and in so doing they will be able to afford to pay their
employees properly and to pay their employees penalty
rates. In conclusion, I commend this bill to the house.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — Acting
Speaker Crisp, it is indeed a pleasure to see your
smiling face in the chair this afternoon. I would like to
begin on the State Taxation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2016 by reiterating what others have
said in the debate so far. Some of the good bits with
respect to this bill, which the member for Malvern has
outlined as well, are: the increase to the payroll tax
threshold, which is certainly welcome, and small
business will welcome it — it is a small increase,
nonetheless, it is a step in the right direction; the change
to extend the fire services property levy concession to a
small number of veterans is certainly also welcome;
and the clause dealing with the land tax exemption for
urban primary production land is also good. The latter
two in particular are minor. The major impacts of the
bill highlight the massive increases in taxes that we are
seeing under this Labor government.
Without going over it for too long, other parts of
Labor’s tax burden we have seen since Labor came to
office are a 37 per cent increase in stamp duty revenue;
a 10 per cent increase in payroll tax revenue — up to
$520 million; a 27.1 per cent increase in land tax
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revenue; and car rego fees going up 10 per cent — that
is another $140 million. So overall state taxes have
increased 20.7 per cent in just 18 months, just since the
2014 election — that is, from $17.9 billion to
$21.6 billion. It is a dramatic figure, and it highlights
that this government is very good at taxing and raking
in the money. It also highlights the bizarre decision to
triple the rate of the brown coal royalty.
There is no other explanation for this: it is either a grab
for cash or a deliberate attempt to try to close down
power stations in the Latrobe Valley. With a
$2.9 billion surplus and that increase in revenue that I
have just outlined, it is just hard to fathom the decision
that this government has made for a 300 per cent
increase, tripling the coal royalty rate.
We have heard those opposite say, ‘Oh, but there hasn’t
been a review for the last 10 years, and we have to get
fair value for our resources’. I do not think anyone
disagrees with that. We saw the bizarre spectacle in the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings of
ministers trying to explain to us what royalties are. We
know what royalties are. You can call it a royalty, but it
is still a tax at the end of the day.
We have heard of course the comparison that we are
just bringing it into line with New South Wales and
Queensland. As the member for Malvern and others
have already pointed out, black coal in New South
Wales and Queensland is exported so royalties on that
resource up there is paid for by those countries that are
importing our coal and those companies that are
exporting our coal.
In Victoria brown coal is 100 per cent consumed here
in our power system, so it means that an increase in the
coal royalty rate simply hurts Victorian consumers and
Victorian businesses and most particularly it hurts those
businesses in the Latrobe Valley that have provided
jobs and growth to the Latrobe Valley for many
decades — that is, the power stations themselves.
We have heard the minister and we have heard the
Treasurer over the last couple of weeks saying, ‘Oh, it’s
a tiny amount. It’s only $250 million. They will be able
to absorb it. They are highly profitable’. So it was a
great surprise to anyone who might have believed that
line to wake up this morning to the news that Engie,
Hazelwood power station’s owner, said in a senate
hearing in France, ‘Oh, well, in fact we are actually
considering closing or selling the power station’. Well,
hello. There’s a big surprise! And yet the government is
saying, ‘It’s fine. They’ll just absorb it. They’re rich
and powerful. They’ve got heaps of money’. We hear
that from the other side all the time. We have heard it
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from the green movement and the Greens, who say,
‘Big power and big energy should pay’.
The reality is that big companies and small companies
cannot continually absorb additional costs. Before the
budget we had the government increasing the cost of
rehabilitation bonds. I am not opposing that for a
moment, but it is an additional cost that was unplanned
for by the power companies in the Latrobe Valley. Now
we have this 300 per cent increase in the coal royalty
rate.
I grew up in the valley. I am a Traralgon boy, like the
member for Hawthorn. We know the valley well. I had
two sisters who worked at the State Electricity
Commission (SEC). I had school mates who went off
and got apprenticeships at the SEC before it was
privatised. And I might just say, before anyone jumps
in, that it is always forgotten by the union movement
and those opposite that in fact the privatisation of the
SEC began with Joan Kirner, who privatised Loy
Yang B. Let us just not forget that before people like
the member for Essendon start railing about it. We have
no issue with that; let us just remember it.
We basically had the Greens today, naturally, pretty
much dancing on the jobs of Latrobe Valley workers.
They have been campaigning for the closure of
Hazelwood for some time. When they woke up this
morning they had a big smile on their faces, because
they just thought that this was the best news they could
possibly hear — that Hazelwood might in fact close. So
we have the Greens doing that.
Let us get serious about this and let us put it on the
record because it is important. With Twitter, with a
limit of 140 characters, you cannot have sensible
debate, as some people would like to do. There will be
a transition in the Latrobe Valley. There is no doubt
about that. We will probably have brown coal phased
out, but at Loy Yang A, AGL has said clearly that it is
there until 2048. So we are not talking about tomorrow.
I am not saying that we will just continue mining brown
coal forever, although there is 500 years supply. As I
said in my maiden speech, it would be foolish for any
government or society to turn its back on a resource of
that magnitude. Let us see what will happen.
What will replace those jobs, though? There about 3000
direct jobs in the Latrobe Valley just in the power
stations and mines. There are many, many more
thousands of jobs that rely on the power stations. The
Greens say, ‘Oh, renewable energy!’. Well, that is
fantastic, but can someone tell me what the Latrobe
Valley’s competitive advantage is when it comes to
renewable energy? What is the advantage that it has got
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over Dandenong or Ballarat or Geelong or, heaven
forbid, China, which can make the turbines and
everything a hell of a lot cheaper then we can here.
Latrobe Valley’s competitive advantage over anywhere
else in terms of jobs is brown coal. For this government
to be whacking a 300 per cent tax increase on it just
invites the operators of Hazelwood and others to think,
‘Why would we bother staying here? We may as well
go’. I will quote from the Latrobe Valley Express of
28 April. An Engie — the owner of Hazelwood —
spokesman said:
… this government decision takes $20 million a year straight
out of the Hazelwood business.
That is a significant additional cost that has to be found at a
time when we are already experiencing very difficult
electricity market trading conditions.
Engie is a significant investor in Australia and Victoria and
while we do understand the need for an energy
transformation —

again, we all agree on that —
policies that continue to damage our business commercially
will not help the community of the Latrobe Valley or the
Victorian economy in the longer term.

So Labor stands condemned for this unnecessary and
unprecedented 300 per cent tax increase on jobs in the
Latrobe Valley, and it is condemned by its subtle
nudge-nudge, wink-wink to the Greens. I saw the
member for Melbourne in here today again asking
questions about when it is going to be phased out. The
member for Melbourne talks more about the electorate
of Morwell than she does about her own electorate. She
is here speaking all the time about it. And that is the big
problem with the Greens. The big problem with
members of the Greens is that everything they want to
do is ‘out there’. They want to shut down Hazelwood
power station. They say, ‘Well, that’s all right. It’s out
there. It’s not in Melbourne. It is not in our areas of
Brunswick or North Fitzroy or Northcote or any of
those areas. It is out there’.
It is the same with the timber industry. They say, ‘Oh,
we can shut down the timber industry, as we walk
around on our polished floorboards in our 19th-century
cottages. It’s all right, we can shut that down, because
it’s all out there’. With respect to our mining jobs,
whether it is Latrobe Valley or anywhere else, they say,
‘They’re out there so we don’t need to worry about it’.
Banning live exports? ‘Oh, those cattle farmers up
north. We don’t care about them. They’re way out
there’. Free-range eggs? We had the Greens asking
questions about the labelling of free-range eggs in here.
They say, ‘It doesn’t matter what the costs are, because
it’s all out there. We don’t need to worry about it’. And
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of course there is water for irrigation. It is another one
close to my heart. The Greens say, ‘We’ve got to save
the rivers, but bugger the irrigation communities and
the people who actually rely on that irrigation water.
We don’t care. They’re out there’.
I say it is time that one of those renewable energy
companies that we all support propose a wind farm for
Royal Park. Let us see then how members of the
Greens respond to a wind farm in Royal Park, because
they are far too focused on what is going on out there
and they could not give a toss about jobs in the country,
just like this Labor government is doing with its 300 per
cent tax increase on royalties.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I also rise to
speak in support of the State Taxation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2016. Having been in the chamber for
some time and having listened to some of the
arguments on the other side about economics and all
sorts of other things — I do have an economics
degree — I have to say it is an absolute load of rubbish
that has been spoken on the other side. I think it is
really incredible that we are hearing the opposition
really fighting hard for foreign investors but really not
for sticking up for Victorians and for those people who
actually vote and to whom we are responsible in this
Parliament. I just find it an incredible argument.
When we talk about what is in this bill, we see that it is
about increasing the number of duties for foreign
purchasers of residential properties in Victoria. There is
also a whole suite of amendments, whether they be
consequential amendments or really good things such
as reducing the threshold for payroll tax, which reduces
the payroll tax burden for smaller companies and also
allows employers to get exemptions from payroll tax if
re-employing apprentices and trainees to encourage the
next generation, our young people, into work and to
have employers continue to support them.
Of course there are also some really important changes,
again, that result; as new laws are introduced and they
are implemented there are things that are picked up that
have not quite worked properly. For example, the fire
services property levy is being amended because it has
been shown that in relation to certain gold card
holders — certain of our veterans — while they are
entitled to concessions on their rates, the way the fire
services property levy legislation is worded it does not
specifically talk about allowing those same concessions
for the fire services property levy. So there are some
really good changes in the bill.
I just want to go to the things that have been spoken
about by most other speakers — that is, the increases in
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the foreign purchasers duty and the land tax surcharge
for foreign purchasers. If you had listened to the other
side, you would have thought that the whole world was
going to explode and everything was doom and gloom.
But the fact is that these duties were introduced and
applied from July last year. In relation to all the data, I
will just make a few points in terms of some of the data
we have. There are things such as the National
Australia Bank survey data, which indicates that there
is continued strong foreign demand for new dwellings
in Victoria — and there has been since the surcharge
was introduced. There are also various other indicators
to show that the demand for residential dwellings in
Victoria remains strong. Therefore I do not really know
how those opposite could be saying that this somehow
or other is going to do all these terrible things to us.
It seems that it is only fair and right that those who are
not contributing in terms of income tax or making any
other contributions apart from purchasing a property in
Victoria ought to contribute to the amenity and to the
facilities that we all need and know are much in
demand at the moment. As population increases we
need to put much more money into infrastructure, as
this state Andrews Labor government is doing. It is
very important that those foreign purchasers also take
up some of the load and pay their share, because of
course you would hope the properties they are buying
will have people in them, and they will be using the
public transport, hospitals, parks and other things
government provides to make the places that we live
good places to live and for us to continue to be able to
afford to maintain our great ratings in terms of being
one of the world’s most livable cities.
I must admit that as I have listened to these speakers we
have not heard anything about the payroll tax
exemptions or the increases to the thresholds. There has
been absolute silence on that. So I do not really know
where they are coming from. Obviously if they are
opposing this sort of legislation, they are opposing
employers being encouraged to put on apprentices and
trainees and having some incentives through the land
tax.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time
allocated for consideration of items on the government
business program has expired, and I am required to
interrupt business.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
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WITNESS PROTECTION AMENDMENT
BILL 2016
Second reading

Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (2016–2017) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).

Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local Government).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading

Motion agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Read third time.
Third reading
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT

Read third time.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2016–2017) BILL 2016

That the house now adjourns.

Second reading

Bayswater scout hall

Debate resumed from 4 May; motion of Ms ALLAN
(Minister for Public Transport).

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — My adjournment
request is to the Minister for Youth Affairs in another
place. I ask that the minister visit a hall and see
firsthand why funding is urgently needed. I say to the
minister that the 1st Bayswater scout group desperately
needs her help. Its hall, in Amber Street, is literally
falling apart.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

LIVESTOCK DISEASE CONTROL
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

There are gaps in the brickwork large enough to insert
an adult hand, and the fear of the back half of the hall
crumbling is quite real. Some bricks have already fallen
out. There is packing tape on the floors covering the
holes so that the joeys and cubs do not get splinters
when playing games at floor level. The uninsulated
corrugated iron roof is leaking, the gutters are
completely rusted through, the window surrounds are
rotting away, the footings are disintegrating, the toilets
are non-compliant and there are no facilities for those
with a disability — and the hall entrance only fits a
child-size wheelchair, not a standard adult one.
If that were not enough, there is no shower available,
which is sometimes very important for the younger
children; the gas heating is non-compliant; and the
rodent infestation, mainly due to easy access via holes
in the roof and walls, means the leaders have to sweep
and wash the floors before each session to keep the
children from becoming ill.
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Potential scouting families walk away from this group
when they see the state of the hall. The local
community has groups that would like to use it but are
scared with regard to safety and compliance. First talks
about replacing the hall were held nearly 40 years ago.
In 2014 the Liberal-Nationals government promised a
new building, but since the change to the Labor
government the funding has not been allocated. These
children, and all the selfless parents and helpers who
take on roles as leaders, should be able to play and learn
in a safe environment. Scouts Victoria needs some help
here, and I am turning to the minister. The state of
disrepair is now so great that repair is not an option. I
implore the minister to visit the hall to see these issues
for herself and to provide the funding needed to replace
our scout hall and turn it back into a community hub.

Macedon electorate small business
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — The adjournment
matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister
for Small Business, Innovation and Trade in the other
place. The action I seek is that he visit my electorate to
meet with some of the dynamic and innovative small
business owners from across the Macedon electorate.
With around 4000 small businesses in the Shire of
Macedon Ranges alone, my electorate is home to an
incredible diversity of businesses that are making a
substantial contribution to economic growth and job
creation in the region. Across the retail, agricultural,
professional and financial services, accommodation and
food services sectors a survey completed by the shire
council in 2013 highlighted that 80 per cent of our
small businesses are employing an average of
2.4 workers each.
A few weeks ago I attended a Macedon Ranges
Business Networking Group breakfast. This followed a
recent presentation to the Macedon Ranges
Accommodation Association on our Wander Victoria
campaign. This is on top of regular visits I make to
businesses, from the famous Istra Smallgoods to the
historic RedBeard bakery and Rundell & Rundell,
home of the Lost Trades Fair. There are so many
fantastic stories to tell of innovation and opportunity.
However, I do need to highlight that the greatest
impediment to growth identified time and time again by
businesses in my community is access to high-speed
internet. Businesses in my electorate have been sorely
let down by the former communications minister, now
Prime Minister, Malcolm Turnbull, who has failed to
deliver the national broadband network, while many in
my electorate still struggle to get decent mobile phone
coverage. I call on the small business minister to visit
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my electorate. There are many stories to share and
opportunities for me to acquaint him with.

Dairy industry
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Agriculture
in the other place. I am seeking that the minister
consider a number of new measures to support the dairy
industry through the current price crisis. The particular
measures that I would like to formally place on the
record for the government to consider include a subsidy
on council and water rates as was provided by the
former Labor government during the millennium
drought. In that case it was a 50 per cent subsidy, and I
think that would be appropriate again this time. They
also include more business planning support; additional
rural financial counsellors; and kindergarten and
childcare subsidies for families affected by this, which
is an important one. Finally, I am asking the
government to consider the provision of small capital
grants for dairy farmers, with the particular aim of
ensuring that service industries in dairy areas continue
to have some work available to them as business
tightens for the dairy sector.
I raised these issues with the minister on Monday
during a briefing, but I must say the briefing was more
one way than the other. There was a lot of information
and talk coming at us but not a lot of opportunity for us
to provide feedback. Nonetheless, I welcome the fact
that the minister did organise that, and I am certainly
supportive of the proposals that have been put forward
so far by the government, such as they are, noting that
the government continues to talk about an $11.4 million
package when in fact about two-thirds of that is
industry money.
By the by, I note that the package includes up to
$1 million from Murray Goulburn. It would be my
contention that it would be far better for Murray
Goulburn to be putting that money back into dairy
farmers’ cheques and not putting it into some sort of
recovery package, because it is Murray Goulburn and
Fonterra, as a result of the global dairy downturn, that
have caused this problem in the first place. As I said
earlier today, those companies should be reviewing and
changing their decision to implement this clawback.
But until such time as that occurs, there is going to be
significant damage caused in dairy communities such
as mine in Gippsland South, where a number of my
small towns — and even some of the bigger towns —
rely quite substantially on the dairy industry. I ask the
minister to consider the issue of local government
concessions or subsidies, as I said, as was done during
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the millennium drought, to ensure there is a better cash
flow opportunity for our dairy farmers.

Niddrie electorate businesses
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Industry and Employment.
The action I seek is that the minister join me on a tour
around the thriving innovative industries in and around
the Niddrie electorate, including Essendon Fields, Alba
Cheese and Ferguson Plarre Bakehouses, so he can
experience firsthand how these successful businesses
operate.
Essendon Fields is a local hub for employment,
innovation and high-quality commercial developments.
It remains a vital aviation resource for Melbourne and
regional Victoria. especially for police and emergency
services. More than 5000 people are currently
employed at Essendon Fields across a range of
industries, with a further 13 000 jobs forecast to be
created. I want the minister to see firsthand innovative
businesses such as LaManna Direct, Linfox and New
World Whisky Distillery, and additionally Australia’s
first Hyatt Place hotel and events centre. I know the
member for Essendon is very proud of this
development. The $60 million eight-storey hotel will
further drive economic activity in Melbourne’s
north-west, creating over 330 jobs during construction
and another 70 jobs ongoing.
Victoria is Australia’s largest producer and exporter of
food and fibre. Only in March this year we launched the
Future Industries Fund, with $200 million committed
for future industries to open and grow. Alba Cheese is a
family-owned cheese factory in Tullamarine in my
electorate; it has been a local establishment since 1982,
when it was first opened. Alba Cheese’s success is a
result of the passion, hard work and entrepreneurial
ability of Mario and Gaetano Bongiorno, who learnt the
secrets of making fine Italian cheese as young teenagers
from their father and decided to establish their own
factory in Australia. Their business has grown
dramatically since it first opened. From its humble
beginnings with only a handful of employees in the
1980s, the factory has needed to be extended numerous
times to accommodate the increased demand for Alba
Cheese.
I invite the minister to join me in visiting this inspiring
business and to experience some delicious Alba cheese.
Only recently I got to visit and see firsthand what a
success story this is. I thank John Bongiorno, the
operations manager, as well as David Bongiorno and
Lena Bongiorno. I also thank Ariel Mendoza, the
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general manager, who I have been working with most
recently.
Finally, I hope the minister can visit Ferguson Plarre
Bakehouses, which is operated by a fifth generation
family doing great work in the northern and western
suburbs. Ferguson Plarre Bakehouses have always
produced quality desserts, pies, and Tiddly Oggies. It is
this consistent quality that has made the business so
popular and successful. Despite having a history of
more than 100 years, Ferguson Plarre Bakehouses is a
forward-thinking and innovative business that
emphasises sustainability in all its practices. Ferguson
Plarre Bakehouses aims not just to reduce its own
environmental footprint but also to create an awareness
in the community about what can be done to improve
the world we live in. I look forward to the minister
coming out to my electorate to inspect all of these
successful businesses at his earliest convenience.

Police resources
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The issue I have tonight
is for the Minister for Police. The action I am seeking
of her is to ensure that under her stewardship of the
police portfolio youth gang violence is properly
policed. To extrapolate that, I mean that she ensure that
police are given adequate powers and resources to see
that the perpetrators of violence and home invasions are
brought to justice.
I want to refer to a letter from a constituent dated
23 April. I do not want to mention the constituent’s
name, given the violence of the situation involved. I
have provided the minister with the letter from which I
will quote. This is probably one of the most distressing
emails I have received. It is from a victim of home
invasion by a youth gang. The constituent advises me,
and I quote:
At 3.00 a.m., this morning, our secure home was invaded by a
group of six to seven youths, young males. I was awoken to
find three males in my home. In an uncontrollable rage, I
confronted them in my house and managed to get the three of
them out of the house and back to the footpath outside my
home.

He then explains there were another three or four other
males outside his house. He goes on to say:
Numerous times, I was pelted with rocks from our rock
garden which is also what they used to smash a
floor-to-ceiling window to get in our front door.
One of the males had managed to get the keys out of our
garage door that they then used to steal our luxury car.

He goes on to describe how this ordeal lasted
20 minutes, and fortunately the police arrived within
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15 minutes after his wife had called. But he then goes
on to describe something particularly alarming. Let me
use his words, and I quote:
I was soon in shock to hear from a constable that, they are not
allowed to chase the offender that was in our car.
… I could overhear the police radio that the car was still in
the area as the driver was going around picking up his mates.
The police told me they have been instructed that they can’t
chase them.

This is a problem for the Minister for Police to deal
with, and again I acknowledge that when the minister
was appointed she acknowledged that the gang violence
was a real issue and she wanted to deal with that. This
is a personal story of shocking proportions. My
constituent goes on to say:
My family and I have been attacked in our home, our
supposed safe place, and I am told that the police cannot do
anything to chase down these criminals … I am told that the
police even saw my car driving around the streets of Brighton
past police cars flaunting the fact they can’t be stopped if
chased.

Unsurprisingly, this family cannot sleep at night. This is
just one story of a victim of this home violence, and
they live in fear that these guys are going to come back.
I urge the Minister for Police to act on my suggestion
and make sure police have the resources and powers to
deal with this.

Cranbourne justices of the peace
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Attorney-General and
concerns the need for additional justices of the peace in
the City of Casey. The action I seek is that the minister
provide support and assistance to the Cranbourne
signing station to recruit more justices of the peace. I
have recently been contacted by the hardworking and
dedicated team of justices of the peace at the
Cranbourne signing station. Last year alone these
outstanding justices of the peace witnessed over
20 000 documents, many of them from my constituents.
This freed up police officers who would have otherwise
been required to witness the documents. It is a vital
service that so many within the community rely upon,
including our already hardworking police officers. The
less time police have to spend witnessing documents,
the more time they can spend out in our community.
Unfortunately the Cranbourne signing station is
struggling to keep up with the demand from our
growing local community. Its justices of the peace are
working overtime, taking on additional shifts and
working much later to ensure they can provide this
essential service. Many of those who are moving into
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our local community, particularly in Narre Warren
South and Cranbourne, are new to Australia. They often
require certification of documents for recognition of
academic qualifications, job applications and
citizenship applications, as well as for passport and visa
purposes.
My office is regularly contacted by those seeking
assistance with the certification of documentation just
like this. At a meeting of the justices of the peace who
staff the Cranbourne police station, they agreed to a
number of resolutions and wrote to me detailing their
concerns. They requested that priority be given to the
selection, training and appointment of members of our
local community that have lodged expressions of
interest to become honorary justices. Our local justices
of the peace do an exceptional job for the local
community and free up our police officers, yet they
want to do more. They want to extend their opening
hours to provide a more accessible service for local
residents. I hope the Attorney-General can work with
the wonderful team at the Cranbourne signing station to
ensure they can continue and improve on their fine
work.

Mansfield ambulance station
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I have an adjournment
matter tonight for the Minister for Ambulance Services.
The action I seek is for the minister to release funding
from the $20 million allocated for ambulance station
upgrades to fund a new station in Mansfield on a
greenfield site. The ambulance station in Mansfield is
outdated and outmoded. In recognising this, prior to the
2014 election the coalition promised $1.8 million for a
new ambulance station to be purpose-built on a new site
in order to accommodate the existing 24-hour service as
well as providing a new mobile intensive care
ambulance (MICA) single-responder unit. We felt at
the time, and I am sure the Deputy Speaker would
agree with me, that the addition of a MICA unit would
benefit the residents of Mansfield as well as
neighbouring communities such as Maindample,
Bonnie Doon, Barjarg, Boorolite, Tolmie and Merrijig,
to name a few, through the provision of
specialist-trained paramedics.
The current station is a long way short of the stations
built in recent times, particularly in terms of access,
design and layout. I have no doubt that the station poses
safety risks to paramedics, with reverse-in access for
ambulances and their ageing facilities. The needs of the
ambulance service have outgrown the site in Curia
Street near the centre of the town. The Shire of
Mansfield also understands the importance of this
matter and wants certainty about a new location as soon
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as possible so that it can lock in its plans for the future
livability of Mansfield as it grows.
I would like to see our hardworking paramedics have
the modern facilities they need and deserve, and I am
sure the minister would agree with me here as well. I
want to draw the minister’s attention to the recent
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings
where the member for Eltham questioned the Premier
on the $20 million ambulance station upgrade
allocation. The Premier mentioned that there was
money for new vehicles, equipment and the triage
service, and I quote:
There is then money, as you say, for brand-new stations.
Some of our stations are falling down; they are not fit for
purpose.

That sounds like Mansfield. Not only are the buildings
no longer fit for purpose but there is limited space for
vehicles on the site. One only has to drive past to see
that the vehicles, both ambulance and private, are
parked as well as they can be but that they are really all
over the place.
The Premier further mentioned that ambulance stations
are needed in some growth corridors as well as in
established communities; that again sounds again like
Mansfield. I am heartened because he went to say
‘sometimes it has to be a greenfield site and a
brand-new station’ and that ‘there are further
announcements to be made’. So I urge the minister to
consider the needs of those in regional Victoria and in
the town of Mansfield and surrounds and allocate some
of this $20 million for a station at a new site in
Mansfield.

Thompsons Road duplication
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
and the action I seek is for the minister to arrange a
community information session so that VicRoads
representatives can update my local community on the
important upgrade and duplication works planned for
Thompsons Road between EastLink in Carrum Downs
and the South Gippsland Highway.
Local road users have long campaigned to see this
duplication happen and they are very keen to hear from
the experts about this project. The Andrews Labor
government is fixing one of the most notorious and
congested roads in Melbourne’s south-east with
$175 million allocated to upgrade and duplicate
Thompsons Road. My community and I look forward
to attending an information session in the future.

Thursday, 26 May 2016

Eastwood Primary School
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — My adjournment
request is to the Minister for Education, and the action I
seek is for him to provide Eastwood Primary School
with $50 000 so that the students may be able to have
the benefit of appropriate evaporative cooling in their
new school building. The former government
committed $7.3 million to rebuild Eastwood Primary
School and we are now well through stage 2 of the
school’s rebuild. The completed stage 1 is fantastic.
As I understand the issue, the heating ductwork does
not, from a size perspective, allow the evaporative
cooling process to be backed onto it. It actually requires
larger ductwork is my understanding. In order for that
to happen there needs to be a change in the ductwork.
This will mean that students can be warm in winter and
they can have some evaporative air cooling — not
refrigerated cooling — through the very hot summer
months. That will give significant relief and significant
comfort to the students during those really hot days.
Given that the $50 000 is needed to ensure that the
entire school is able to enjoy respite from the heat
during those hot days, my request is that rather than
pulling that money away from play equipment or from
other student needs in the school, the money be
provided by the Minister for Education from taxpayer
funds so that the students can have that comfort. It is
$50 000, but it would mean an enormous amount to the
school community if the students could learn in a
comfortable environment. The school is not asking for a
whole new system of cooling; it is just asking for a
change in the current system which will make a huge
difference to the comfort of the students through the
summer months. It is a sensible request, and I am
hoping that the Minister for Education will enable these
students to have their needs met.

Yan Yean electorate ambulance services
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Ambulance
Services. The action I seek is support for capital
improvements for ambulance services in my electorate,
in both the growth corridors and the established areas. I
note with great pride that there was a significant
amount of money, $140 million, allocated in the
Victorian state budget to fix our ambulance system.
Four years of crisis and neglect under the former
coalition government has resulted in a situation where
in my electorate you can get a pizza quicker than you
can actually get an ambulance.
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For four years the community of Wallan pleaded to
have an ambulance service established in that
community. It did actually get some funding, but there
was no imperative to move on delivering that
ambulance branch. I note the response times for that
branch since it opened. In quarters three and four of
2014–15 only 20.4 per cent of ambulances responding
to code 1 incidents were arriving within the benchmark,
whereas in the first quarter of this financial year it was
73.1 per cent, in the second quarter it was 74.8 per cent
and in the current quarter it is 79.1 per cent. The
average response time is now down to 11 minutes,
which just goes to show what happens when you invest
and do the right thing rather than neglect ambulance
services.
In particular the population of Mernda and Doreen,
which is the size of Shepparton, badly needs its own
ambulance branch. I know the Premier, who was
previously a health minister, responded to the needs of
the Whittlesea community when I tabled one of the
largest petitions ever in this house, and in a timely
manner an ambulance branch was provided in
Whittlesea. In our previous term in government we
provided an ambulance branch in Diamond Creek for
the first time. However, things stalled over the last four
years and now we see that response times in Nillumbik
have actually declined. We need some action there. We
need an expansion of services because Nillumbik is
also being impacted by the growth in Mernda and
Doreen.
I urge the minister to act and provide a fair share of the
capital to make sure that we have an improvement in
response times in the electorate of Yan Yean.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — Ten
members raised matters for various ministers, and those
will be referred to the ministers for their attention and
action.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.26 p.m. until Tuesday, 7 June.
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ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

5 May to 26 May 2016
Caulfield electorate
Question 6798
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Caulfield
Minister for Health
23 February 2016

REPLY:
As the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation told the House of Assembly on
10 December 2015, the government has introduced a Bill to improve the operation of rooming houses by
implementing a licensing scheme for rooming house operators. The Rooming House Operators Bill 2015 also
introduces various other measures aimed at fostering professionalism and holding rooming house operators to
account for their conduct and the conduct of persons involved in the management or operation of their rooming
houses, as well as protecting the rights of rooming house residents.
Your question also referred to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 applying to the operators of rooming
houses and backpacker hostels. Local government enforces the relevant requirements under that legislation. The
Department of Health and Human Services has notified the City of Glen Eira about the issues raised by your
constituents. The Department will continue to liaise with the council regarding this matter.

Niddrie electorate
Question 6814
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Niddrie
Minister for Public Transport
24 February 2016

REPLY:
The $10.9 billion Melbourne Metro is a project for all Victorians, expanding the rail network, increasing capacity
and connecting our rail system to some of the State’s key medical, education and commercial precincts for the first
time.
Upon completion of Melbourne Metro, commuters on the Craigieburn line will enjoy more frequent and reliable
services.
Melbourne Metro creates a new dedicated pathway through the heart of the city for two of our busiest rail lines —
Cranbourne/Pakenham and Sunbury — thereby freeing up space in the congested City Loop for more Craigieburn
line services.
From the first day of Melbourne Metro operations, an additional 39 000 passengers will be able to travel on
Melbourne’s rail network during each peak period.
Around 27 000 of the extra 39 000 passengers will be accommodated on the Craigieburn, Upfield, Frankston,
Sandringham, and Werribee lines.
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Melbourne electorate
Question 6835
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Melbourne
Minister for Education
25 February 2016

REPLY:
The 2016-17 Budget delivers the largest ever investment in Victorian school infrastructure, allocating $1.1 billion
to build, upgrade and maintain schools across the state. To deal with this major new investment, combined with our
investment in the 15/16 budget which was also historic, $730 million, we have created a new Victorian School
Building Authority.
Victoria is experiencing unprecedented population which is leading to overcrowding at existing schools. It is
anticipated that the total school age population (5-17) in Victoria will increase by over 90 000 student enrolments
between 2016 and 2021.
Many schools across Victoria are facing enrolment pressures. This pressure is being experienced in the regions,
across our growth areas, and as you are well aware, across the inner city.
The latest budget including funding to buy land, build or complete 23 new schools. This additional funding means
that 42 new school projects are now in the pipeline which will come online in the next few years.
The Government is delivering on its commitment to undertake a school provision review in Docklands and the
immediate surrounding suburbs of North Melbourne, West Melbourne, Melbourne, Parkville and Flemington.
Stage One of the school provision review in Docklands is now complete. Stage One of the review found that more
capacity will be needed by 2031 to meet the expected increase in demand for Government primary and secondary
school places.
Stage One of the review assessed the level of need generated from the Docklands community for primary and
secondary school education. As part of Stage One, the Department undertook community consultation to explore
local issues and perspectives.
Stage Two of the review is underway and will look at options to better meet the needs of the Docklands residents.
This will involve further consultation with the community and key stakeholders. This review will contribute to our
decision making on school provision across the inner city into the future.

Ovens Valley electorate
Question 6906
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ovens Valley
Attorney-General
8 March 2016

REPLY:
I recognise the level of concern expressed by the people that marched in Wangaratta recently and the tragic loss of
life in these cases. I am unable to comment on any aspect of these two cases as they are currently before the courts
and the criminal process must operate independently of government.
There are a number of recent initiatives that the Victorian Government has introduced to reform aspects of the
justice system.
The Government recently passed the Bail Amendment Act 2016. The Act:
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– requires that people charged with terrorism-related offences be refused bail unless there are exceptional
circumstances, and allows consideration of public expressions of support for terrorism to be taken into account
in assessing the risk of releasing an accused on bail;
– doubles the maximum penalty for ‘failure to appear’ to two years; and
– adds people charged with serious offences who have been convicted of failing to appear in the last five years to
the ‘show cause’ bail category.
Following a Court of Appeal decision in November 2015 to strike down baseline sentencing, I asked the
Sentencing Advisory Council for advice on the most effective legislative mechanism to provide sentencing
guidance to the courts in a way that promotes consistency of approach in sentencing offenders and promotes public
confidence in the criminal justice system. The Council has now provided its report, which is being carefully
considered by the Government.
In addition, the parole system has undergone significant change, following the Review into the Parole System in
Victoria by former High Court Justice, the Hon Ian Callinan AC. In April 2015, the Government announced three
new reforms arising out of the report.
– No violent or sexual offender can be granted parole who has not undertaken the required prison programs and
behaved satisfactorily for at least the second half of that person’s time in prison;
– The introduction of a new dedicated stream of more experienced officers to exclusively manage parolees; and
– That the Adult Parole Board now treat the expiration of a non-parole period as a target date only and take into
account all relevant material before parole is granted.
The Government will continue to monitor the operation of sentencing and criminal laws and adopt an
evidence-based approach when considering whether further reform is necessary.

Yuroke electorate
Question 6909
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yuroke
Minister for Public Transport
8 March 2016

REPLY:
The $10.9 billion Melbourne Metro is a project for all Victorians, expanding the rail network, increasing capacity
and connecting our rail system to some of the state’s key medical, education and commercial precincts for the first
time.
Upon completion of Melbourne Metro, commuters on the Craigieburn line will enjoy more frequent and reliable
services.
Melbourne Metro creates a new dedicated pathway through the heart of the city for two of our busiest rail lines–
Cranbourne/Pakenham and Sunbury–thereby freeing up space in the congested City Loop for more Craigieburn
line services.
From the first day of Melbourne Metro operations, an additional 39 000 passengers will be able to travel on
Melbourne’s rail network during each peak period.
Around 27 000 of the extra 39 000 passengers will be accommodated on the Craigieburn, Upfield, Frankston,
Sandringham, and Werribee lines.
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Sandringham electorate
Question 6964
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sandringham
Minister for Public Transport
9 March 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Government is removing 11 level crossings on the Frankston line. The former Liberal Government
did not remove any crossings on the Frankston line.
When the Government committed to removing the level crossings before the election there were no solutions
determined for any sites. The Government has established the Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) to
undertake the necessary investigations, engineering, design and consultation to determine the best solution for each
site.
The Authority is consulting with local residents, traders and special interest groups along the Frankston line
throughout this year.
The first round of community consultation is underway. Nine community drop-in sessions have been held, there
have been 10 pop-ups at stations and shopping centres, traders in each area have been spoken with individually, as
have special interest groups.

Geelong electorate
Question 6965
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Geelong
Minister for Health
9 March 2016

REPLY:
The 2014-15 Commonwealth Budget announced significant changes to public hospital funding arrangements under
the National Health Reform Agreement, including cessation of funding guarantees, and revising indexation
arrangements from 1 July 2017 (achieving savings to the Commonwealth of $1.8 billion nationally over four years
from 2014-15).
On 1 April 2016, the Council of Australian Governments signed a Heads of Agreement which substantially rolls
over existing National Health Reform Agreement arrangements from 2017-18 to 2019-20, and commits to deliver
reforms designed to improve health outcomes for patients and decrease avoidable demand for public hospital
services.
The Agreement struck was that from 2017-18 to 2019-20, Commonwealth funding growth for public hospitals is to
be capped at 6.5 per cent annually and the Commonwealth contribution to efficient growth funding will remain at
45 per cent.
Modelling suggests the new agreement will provide substantially more funding for Victorian public hospital
services over the life of the agreement (2017-18 to 2019-20) compared to what would have been received as a
result of the 2014-15 Budget cuts.
However, the new deal does not completely reverse the 2014-15 cuts as the maximum funding Victoria could
receive from the Commonwealth is still significantly less than what Victoria could have received under the original
Health Reform Agreement, for the same period.
Further to these cuts, the acting Administrator of the National Health Funding Pool has advised the Commonwealth
Treasurer to reduce Commonwealth funding for public hospitals in Victoria by an additional $73.2 million in
2015-16 and $36.6 million ongoing from 2016-17. This is due to the Administrator overturning a previous decision
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to exclude activity funded under the National Partnership Agreement on Improving Public Hospital Services in
growth calculations for Victoria.
The proposed reduction will impact all Metro and Rural Health Services but not Small Rural Hospitals.
The Department of Health and Human Services is still currently working with the Commonwealth Health
Department, Treasurer and the Administrator of the National Health Funding Pool to resolve this issue.
Recent modelling undertaken by the Department shows that following all of the funding decisions made by the
Commonwealth Liberal Government since its election in 2013, Victorian hospitals will be $15.4 billion worse off
over the next 10 years. These cuts are severe and will have a huge impact on the capacity of hospitals to meet the
pressing health care needs of their communities.
In contrast to the Liberal’s cuts, the Andrews Labor Government have invested a further $1.3 billion as part of the
2016-17 Victorian budget for acute health services over the next 4 years. This funding will be distributed to health
services across Victoria, including Barwon Health, to ensure service levels are maintained and improved.

Croydon electorate
Question 6997
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Croydon
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
22 March 2016

REPLY:
VicRoads advises me that the land was acquired in the 1970s for the purpose of the Healesville Freeway project.
The land is predominantly vacant and has a mixture of residential and public use zonings.
A strategic study of the Healesville Freeway was completed by VicRoads in 2009. The outcome of the study was
that the subject land would be retained for future road purposes.
Accordingly, VicRoads advises me that it is not undertaking, nor is aware of any proposals to rezone or develop the
subject land.

Narre Warren South electorate
Question 6998
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Narre Warren South
Minister for Education
22 March 2016

REPLY:
As you know, investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Andrews Labor Government,
and I was very pleased to provide Berwick Fields Primary School with $100 000 for their Eco Cubby. I am advised
that a Department of Education and Training representative has been working with the school since 2015 to finalise
the proposal for the cubby (prepared by the school’s architect).
The Department has advised me that full documentation for submission is nearly complete. Once this has been
received and reviewed, the project will be tendered and construction will commence.
I have asked the Department to work closely with the school to ensure the successful delivery of this exciting and
innovative project.
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Caulfield electorate
Question 7001
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Caulfield
Acting Minister for Police
22 March 2016

REPLY:
I am advised that:
The Andrews Labor Government is delivering on our promise to give police the resources and the powers they
need to fight crime and keep the Victorian community safe. The 2016–17 State Budget included an investment of
$661.3 million to give Victoria Police the necessary resources to respond to gang-related crime, gun crime, terrorist
threats and family violence. This includes $19.4 million of new funding to continue and expand the Community
Crime Prevention Program.
An extra 300 frontline general duties police will be deployed across Victoria. The Chief Commissioner has
indicated that deployment will focus on responding to local crime issues in growth corridors and other areas of
greatest need, to be determined in consultation with The Police Association. A further 106 specialist police officers
and 52 support personnel will be recruited and trained for specialist areas like the Public Order Response Team,
Special Operations Group, forensics and fingerprint unit. This brings the total number of new police personnel
funded by the Andrews Government since it came to office to 1156.
We are making a major investment in police equipment and technology to put Victoria Police at the forefront of
providing smarter more responsive policing. For the first time, police will have mobile technology, including
mobile tablets, enabling police to access and exchange up to date information while in the field. Combined with
new body worn cameras, this investment will significantly enhance Victoria Police’s frontline operations.
The full deployment of 400 Police Custody Officers, funded in last year’s budget will be fast tracked by six months
to the end of 2017, further freeing up police officers to return to the frontline.
An independent police force is best placed to determine where, when and how police are deployed. The Police Act
2013 gives the Chief Commissioner of Police the autonomy to make these crucial decisions. The Chief
Commissioner has made it clear that the resources of Victoria Police will be deployed to where they are needed —
on the frontline tackling important issues such as gang-crime, family violence and responding to emerging threats.
The Chief Commissioner has also said police stations play an important role in policing and they will continue to
do so. But officers in a car on the road can respond to incidents much quicker than if they are back at the station,
and in policing, minutes can save lives.
The Glen Eira community continues to receive a 24 hour police response from across the Glen Eira Police Service
Area. Police are proactively engaging with the community and actively patrolling the local area.
Targeted policing activities, led by local intelligence, have been focused on specific persons and locations. I am
advised that this process has proven highly successful in the disruption of criminal activity in the Glen Eira Police
Service Area, resulting in a substantial increase in the apprehension and processing of offenders in 2015.
There has been an increased focus on drug enforcement within the Glen Eira Police Service Area with protracted
investigations by local units. The crime category of theft accounts for over half the increase in crime, with theft
from and of motor vehicles the main contributor to the increase in offences. Theft from motor vehicles is primarily
about theft of tools, in particular power tools.
Community engagement activities include the recent Operation Calamity display focused on prevention of theft
from motor vehicles. Police are reinforcing the importance of crime prevention by owners to ensure vehicles are
locked and property removed, as at least half of the members of the local community that were victims of property
crime could easily have taken steps to prevent this occurring.
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Sandringham electorate
Question 7003
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sandringham
Minister for Education
22 March 2016

REPLY:
Under the four Coalition state budgets, from to 2011-12 to 2014-15, a mere $6.3 million was provided in school
infrastructure funding to schools in the Sandringham electorate.
In our first two budgets, the Andrews Labor Government has already provided $22 million in school infrastructure
funding to schools in the Sandringham electorate.
In the 2015-16 Andrew Labor Government budget we provided $2 million for Sandringham College and
$6.5 million for a new stand-alone secondary school at the former Beaumaris campus of Sandringham College. In
the 2016-17 Andrew Labor Government budget we provided a further $13.5 million for the new stand-alone
secondary school in Beaumaris.
In addition, I am pleased to announce that Sandringham East Primary School will share in $12 million of planning
funding that has been allocated to 35 schools across the State in the 2016-17 State Budget. This funding will allow
the school to work with the Department to further plan its capital projects, ensuring works can commence
immediately when further funding is provided in a future State Budget.
Investment in education and school infrastructure continues to be a priority for the Andrews Labor Government.
Labor’s first two budgets are addressing the future education needs of our state through an unprecedented
$1.8 billion package to build, upgrade and maintain school infrastructure across the state, ensuring that every
community has access to a great local school, and every child gets the chance to succeed.
The Victorian School Building Authority will be established to deliver this construction boom that will not just
benefit students, but also create jobs for construction workers and local tradies.
Labor has invested $730 million in 2015-16 and $1.1 million in 2016-17 in school infrastructure. Labor is investing
more to build our government schools in 2 years, than the Liberals did in 4 years.
This record funding boost to school infrastructure is repairing the damage done by four years of chronic
under-investment by the previous government.
School infrastructure funding fell under the Baillieu/Napthine Government reign to a mere $200 million a year.

Essendon electorate
Question 7017
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Essendon
Minister for Public Transport
23 March 2016

REPLY:
The State Government has committed $20 million to identify available rail land to deliver new commuter car
parking spaces.
Public Transport Victoria and VicTrack are currently finalising a review of landholdings across Melbourne and
country Victoria to identify underutilised rail land that could be converted to make available free commuter
parking.
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This commitment, combined with the construction of new station car park spaces under Public Transport Victoria’s
Station Car Park Upgrade projects, will deliver a greater number of free commuter car parking spaces for more
Victorians.

Malvern electorate
Question 7028
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Malvern
Minister for Public Transport
24 March 2016

REPLY:
The former Liberal Government, for which the member for Malvern served as Treasurer, did not remove any level
crossing in the seat of Malvern. In contrast the Andrews Labor Government has already removed the level crossing
at Burke road in Glen Iris as the first removed under our plan to remove 50 of the worst level crossings in Victoria.
The level crossing at Toorak Road in Kooyong is included in the list of 50 that Victorians voted for at the last
election. At that election the Liberal Party decided to not make a commitment to remove the Toorak road level
crossing.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) have been conducting preliminary works in the Toorak Road,
Kooyong level crossing area, specifically assessing its geography, ground conditions, nearby infrastructure, traffic
movements and the location of services such as gas, water and electricity. Significant planning still needs to be
undertaken for the Toorak Road, Kooyong project to assist in developing a design.

Lowan electorate
Question 7030
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Lowan
Acting Minister for Police
24 March 2016

REPLY:
I am advised that:
The Andrews Government recognises that Victoria Police requires appropriate facilities to support police in the
work they do in keeping our communities safe.
Murtoa police station has been announced as a one of seven police stations that will be replaced in a $36 8 million
package for regional areas in the recent 2016-17 Victorian Budget. This package also includes funding to upgrade a
further 15 police stations and 10 police residences.
Replacing Murtoa Police Station will support effective offender processing. The new station will mean offenders
can be held and processed in Murtoa, rather than requiring transportation to the nearest police station in Horsham
(29 km from Murtoa). This will enhance police response capability for the local Murtoa community.
The Andrews Labor Government is delivering on our promise to give police the resources and the powers they
need to fight crime and keep the Victorian community safe. The 2016–17 State Budget included an investment of
$661.3 million to give Victoria Police the necessary resources to respond to gang-related crime, gun crime, terrorist
threats and family violence.
An extra 300 frontline general duties police will be deployed across Victoria. The Chief Commissioner has
indicated that deployment will focus on responding to local crime issues in growth corridors and other areas of
greatest need, to be determined in consultation with The Police Association. A further 106 specialist police officers
and 52 support personnel will be recruited and trained for specialist areas like the Public Order Response Team,
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Special Operations Group, forensics and fingerprint unit. This brings the total number of new police personnel
funded by the Andrews Government since it came to office to 1156.
We are making a major investment in police equipment and technology to put Victoria Police at the forefront of
providing smarter more responsive policing For the first time, police will have mobile technology, including
mobile tablets, enabling police to access and exchange up to date information while in the field. Combined with
new body worn cameras, this investment will significantly enhance Victoria Police’s frontline operations.
The Government is also investing $148.6 million over four years to free up police to undertake frontline duties
protecting our community where they are needed. This will occur by recruiting, training and deploying custody
officers to supervise prisoners at around 22 police stations across Victoria, including Horsham Police Station.
The government is supporting rural and regional communities across Victoria. In the 2015–16 State Budget, the
government invested $11.5 million to deliver on its commitment for a new encrypted digital radio network and new
radios in regional areas. The upgrade will enable police working in regional areas to communicate more securely,
preventing members of the public listening in on police communications, as could occur with the use of analogue
radios.
The community safety package will ensure police officers stationed in regional areas have secure and modern
facilities and equipment.

Yuroke electorate
Question 7031
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yuroke
Minister for Local Government
24 March 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government’s Interface Growth Fund supplementary round is contributing $600 000 towards the
development of a fully inclusive play space at Craigieburn Park. This accessible facility will cater to families with
children of all abilities and will feature slides, tunnels, swings, bridges, climbing ropes, and an all-abilities carousel.
This funding is in addition to the $500 000 contributed towards the Annadale Interim Community Facility. The
Annadale Interim Community Facility will include a pre-school room, maternal and child health room, kitchen,
multi purpose community meeting space, and staff resource area.
Residents of the Yuroke electorate will also benefit from the nearby John Ilhan Reserve Development Stage 2. The
Victorian Government’s Interface Growth Fund is contributing $500 000 towards this project which will
incorporate a multi-purpose meeting space with an enhanced community-use component, upgraded change
facilities, storage, office space, sports lighting, car parking and landscaping.
Through the Interface Growth Fund, the Victorian Government is helping outer-suburban communities build local
infrastructure that is vital for a growing community to thrive into the future.

Hawthorn electorate
Question 7032
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:
REPLY:
I am advised that:

Member for Hawthorn
Acting Minister for Police
24 March 2016
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The Andrews Labor Government is delivering on our promise to give police the resources and the powers they
need to fight crime and keep the Victorian community safe. The 2016–17 State Budget included an investment of
$661.3 million to give Victoria Police the necessary resources to respond to gang-related crime, gun crime, terrorist
threats and family violence. This includes $19.4 million of new funding to continue and expand the Community
Crime Prevention Program.
An extra 300 frontline general duties police will be deployed across Victoria. The Chief Commissioner has
indicated that deployment will focus on responding to local crime issues in growth corridors and other areas of
greatest need, to be determined in consultation with The Police Association. A further 106 specialist police officers
and 52 support personnel will be recruited and trained for specialist areas like the Public Order Response Team,
Special Operations Group, forensics and fingerprint unit. This brings the total number of new police personnel
funded by the Andrews Government since it came to office to 1156.
We are making a major investment in police equipment and technology to put Victoria Police at the forefront of
providing smarter more responsive policing. For the first time, police will have mobile technology, including
mobile tablets, enabling police to access and exchange up to date information while in the field. Combined with
new body worn cameras, this investment will significantly enhance Victoria Police’s frontline operations.
The full deployment of 400 Police Custody Officers, funded in last year’s budget will be fast tracked by six months
to the end of 2017, further freeing up police officers to return to the frontline.
An independent police force is best placed to determine where, when and how police are deployed. The Victoria
Police Act 2013 gives the Chief Commissioner of Police the autonomy to make these crucial decisions. The Chief
Commissioner has made it clear that the resources of Victoria Police will be deployed to where they are needed —
on the frontline tackling important issues such as gang-crime, family violence and responding to emerging threats.
The Chief Commissioner has also said police stations play an important role in policing and they will continue to
do so. But officers in a car on the road can respond to incidents much quicker than if they are back at the station,
and in policing, minutes can save lives.
The Boroondara community continues to receive a 24 hour police response from across the Boroondara Police
Service Area. Police are proactively engaging with the community and patrolling the local area.
I am informed that police in the Boroondara area are targeting local issues such as public order and liquor licensing,
assaults, burglaries and theft from motor vehicles. Police are focusing on education and crime prevention by
working with the local council, community groups, business, schools, venue operators and in utilising Facebook
and Eyewatch.
The increase in crimes against the person within the Boroondara police service area, is driven by an increase in
assault related offences. Family violence related assaults continues to be a contributing factor.
Local Command has advised that the establishment of the Family Violence Unit in Eastern Region Division 1,
offers significant support to police officers when assessing family violence incidents. Police believe that continued
increases in recorded family violence and sexual assault offences indicates increased confidence within the
community to report these crimes to police.
Community engagement activities such as the Boroondara Liquor Accord, and targeted police operations focussing
on entertainment precincts and licensed premises in and around Hawthorn, have assisted in reducing assaults in
these areas.
Victoria Police has advised that the slight increase in non-family violence related assaults can largely be attributed
to the increase in assaults occurring in residential areas, by parties that are known to each other, and road rage
related assaults.
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South Barwon electorate
Question 7036
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for South Barwon
Acting Minister for Police
24 March 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is delivering on our promise to give police the resources and the powers they
need to fight crime and keep the Victorian community safe. The 2016–17 State Budget included an investment of
$661.3 million to give Victoria Police the necessary resources to respond to gang-related crime, gun crime, terrorist
threats and family violence. This is in addition to our commitment in the 2015–16 State Budget of $7.8 million
over four years to provide for 15 new police to be stationed in the growing areas of Bellarine and Geelong.
An extra 300 frontline general duties police will be deployed across Victoria. The Chief Commissioner has
indicated that deployment will focus on responding to local crime issues in growth corridors and other areas of
greatest need, to be determined in consultation with The Police Association. A further 106 specialist police officers
and 52 support personnel will be recruited and trained for specialist areas like the Public Order Response Team,
Special Operations Group, forensics and fingerprint unit. This brings the total number of new police personnel
funded by the Andrews Government since it came to office to 1156.
We are making a major investment in police equipment and technology to put Victoria Police at the forefront of
providing smarter more responsive policing. For the first time, police will have mobile technology, including
mobile tablets, enabling police to access and exchange up to date information while in the field. Combined with
new body worn cameras, this investment will significantly enhance Victoria Police’s frontline operations.
The Government is also investing $148.6 million over four years to free up police to undertake frontline duties
protecting our community where they are needed. This will occur by recruiting, training and deploying custody
officers to supervise prisoners at around 22 police stations across Victoria, including Geelong Police Station.
An independent police force is best placed to determine where, when and how police are deployed. The Victoria
Police Act 2013 gives the Chief Commissioner of Police the autonomy to make these crucial decisions. The Chief
Commissioner has made it clear that the resources of Victoria Police will be deployed to where they are needed —
on the frontline tackling important issues such as gang-crime, family violence and responding to emerging threats.
The Chief Commissioner has also said police stations play an important role in policing and they will continue to
do so. But officers in a car on the road can respond to incidents much quicker than if they are back at the station,
and in policing, minutes can save lives.
The residents of Geelong, the Bellarine Peninsula and the Surf Coast Police Service areas, continue to receive a
24-hour police response from across the police service areas.
Victoria Police has advised that, due to the need for police officers at the Geelong Court Complex, two extra police
positions have been created in Geelong. Victoria Police has further advised that the police officers freed up by the
deployment of PCOs to Geelong, have not been rostered to court security.
The Andrews Government is investing $58.1 million in court safety and security upgrades with more than
70 additional security officers employed, providing a security presence at every court across the state.
I am advised that the significant increase in property and deception offences in the Geelong Police Service Area, is
attributed to two incidents. One where an offender was charged with over 100 deception and theft offences and
another where two offenders were charged with over 300 deception offences.
I am also informed that increased crime in Queenscliff, also within the Geelong Police Service Area, can be
attributed to the rise in property and deception offences. Victoria Police advised that these increases are a result of
increased community confidence in reporting property damage and graffiti offences: Victoria Police has also
advised that increases in theft offences can be attributed to one offender being charged with multiple thefts from
motor vehicles.
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The Surf Coast’s Local Area Commander holds quarterly meetings with representatives of the local council. These
meetings enable Victoria Police and the Surf Coast Shire to discuss local crime issues in the area, as well as provide
opportunities for collaboration.
Victoria Police also advises that the roster at the Torquay Police Station was expanded to include a night shift,
approximately eight months ago. This has allowed local police to identify areas of concern and increase patrols in
these locations.
I am informed that increased reporting of graffiti offences and a targeted police operation has contributed to the rise
in property offences. Victoria Police has also advised that increases in theft offences can be attributed to one
offender being charged with multiple thefts.

Macedon electorate
Question 7037
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Macedon
Minister for Energy and Resources
24 March 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting renewable energy and we believe that renewable energy
community projects can play a bigger role in delivering Victoria’s energy supplies.
In early 2015, the Government provided the Macedon Ranges Sustainability Group with $100 000 to support the
installation of a 30 kilowatt solar farm at the Timber Mill in Woodend, Victoria. This project is a fantastic example
of the State Government working together with local community to deliver great outcomes in the renewable energy
field.
Late last year, the Government amended the General Exemption Order to provide Victorian energy consumers with
an alternative way to access renewable energy. This means that customers can now access the benefit of solar
panels via solar power purchase agreements, including those offered by community solar groups.
The Government has also produced a Guide to Community-Owned Renewable Energy for Victorians. This guide
provides practical advice on critical commercial, technical, governance and regulatory aspects of renewable energy
projects, including on identifying the right business model.
In 2016 the Government will release a Renewable Energy Action Plan. The Action Plan will contain number of
initiatives to support communities developing renewable energy solutions. This includes actions to improve
connection processes for distributed generation and to support new business models and applications.

Rowville electorate
Question 7073
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Rowville
Minister for Emergency Services
12 April 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to preserving the great volunteer tradition of the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and greatly respects and values the work of volunteers in our communities. Volunteers including CFA
volunteers play a vital role in protecting the people of Victoria from all manner of disasters. The government
recognises the importance of volunteering in building strong communities.
As at January 2016, the CFA Fire Appliance Fleet total was 2335, including tankers, pumpers and specialist
vehicles that are both Authority and Brigade owned. The 2015-16 budget provides $33.5 million for the purchase
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of 70 new firefighting vehicles which includes 20 medium tankers, 40 heavy tankers and 10 medium pumpers. This
exceeds our election commitment to provide 50 trucks in the first budget.
The CFA has responsibility for its own operational matters, including the delivery of fire appliances to its brigades
whether they are volunteer only or career-staffed. However, I am advised that funding has not been reallocated to
fund new pumpers at career-staffed brigades.

Mildura electorate
Question 7075
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Mildura
Minister for Public Transport
12 April 2016

REPLY:
There are supply chain constraints other than rail infrastructure that affect the ability of freight trains to load, leave,
unload and return to Merbein in 24 hours such as port interfaces, loading and unloading capability and capacity. As
such 24 hour turnaround capability was not investigated as part of the business case for the Murray Basil Rail
Upgrade.
The funding has been provided by the federal and state governments of up to $220 million each on a
dollar-for-dollar basis rather than as a capital appropriation. As such there are no excess funds of $24 million
available to direct towards other projects.

Yuroke electorate
Question 7076
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yuroke
Minister for Multicultural Affairs
12 April 2016

REPLY:
I understand that staff from the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship met with the Hume Interfaith
Network and informed them about the following four grant programs:
– Multicultural Festivals and Events 2016-17
– Capacity Building and Participation Program 2016-17
– Community Infrastructure and Cultural Precincts Program 2016-17
– Community Harmony Program.
I also understand the Hume Interfaith Network was encouraged to submit an application.
The Community Resilience Grants are open for applications until 15 May 2016, and information on how to apply is
available at www.multicultural.vic.gov.au/grants. Funding is available for projects that support and work with
communities and young people to develop collaborative approaches to building resilience to hate and violent
extremist narratives; and support and work with communities and young people at risk of violent extremism to
develop their confidence and skills to advocate for their concerns and grievances through peaceful and democratic
means.
Information about future multicultural funding rounds will be published at
http://www.multicultural.vic.gov.au/grants.
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The Victorian Government will shortly be seeking new members for the Multicultural Youth Network. I encourage
the youth ambassadors from the Hume Interfaith Network to submit an expression of interest to help us engage
with and understand the views and needs of young Victorians from diverse backgrounds.

Prahran electorate
Question 7079
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Prahran
Minister for Education
12 April 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $1.1 billion into school facilities in 2016-17 State Budget.
This commitment includes the delivery of a new Year 7-12 secondary school for the Prahran community. A further
$5 million has been allocated in this year’s budget, making the total committed funds to date $25 million.
Internationally renowned architects Gray Puksand were commissioned to design the new school. They conducted a
detailed feasibility study and put forward two options — either a refurbishment or a rebuild — for consideration by
both the Government and the New School Planning Group. Both options have been now considered, with existing
facilities to be demolished and a new vertical school to be built. The architects will finalise designs over coming
months. Enrolments will open in 2018 with students to begin school in 2019.
Delivery of a school in a high density inner city area requires an innovative approach to design. Prahran High
School will be a vertical school that will support a new model of education for inner city children. Recreational
facilities are important to the well-being of the students and are a fundamental consideration during further design
development.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 7080
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
12 April 2016

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Pascoe Vale for raising the important issue of parents in our community who, while raising
their own child or children with Autism Spectrum Disorder, donate their time to support other families and young
people facing similar challenges.
From 1 July 2016, the National Disability Insurance Scheme will begin to roll out across the state, with the NDIS
assuming responsibility for the provision of supports to people with a disability, including those with Autism
Spectrum Disorder and their families.
Victoria will continue to be responsible for delivering disability supports until the completion of the roll out. There
a number of organisations that are funded to support people with autism. Services such as AMAZE, Autism
Spectrum Australia, Autism Plus and Mansfield Autism Statewide Services provide a range of supports such as
recreational and social activities for young people with autism spectrum disorders, individual support packages,
facility based respite and information services.
In addition, a number of self-help groups could be eligible for Disability Self Help Grants administered by the
Department of Health and Human Services. These grants target groups that focus on disabilities that are not related
to age or mental illness, and provide mutual peer support and education programs to members, as well as
community information about disability. The outcomes of the current self-help grants funding round will be
announced shortly.
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Polwarth electorate
Question 7081
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Polwarth
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
12 April 2016

REPLY:
Mr Riordan does himself and his community a great disservice by playing politics with this serious issue, and by
deliberately making misrepresentations such as his statements above.
The Andrews Labor Government has provided and is continuing to provide assistance to the communities affected
by the Wye River fires. In January, the Andrews Labor Government’s $2.75 million assistance package announced
in January to support the Wye River and Separation Creek communities.
This assistance package included a $1 million Great Ocean Road Economic and Community Recovery Fund to
support local projects, and $400 000 for events, priority marketing and advertising that will help drive tourism and
visitor activity in the region.
Many supported activities, such as the Lorne Sculpture Biennale, the Apollo Bay Seafood Festival and two
fundraising events at the Wye River Surf Club, have already been held while others are underway.
In delivering this package, the Government has been working with key stakeholders including the Great Ocean
Road Regional Tourism Board and the Wye River-Separation Creek Community Resilience Committee to
determine how best to support the region in the medium to long-term.
The Recovery Package also includes support for local small businesses through free business mentoring.
Experienced mentors work directly with business owners to provide independent and specialist advice on steps for
recovering their operations and rebounding from loss of trade. Mentors can also help businesses to build their
resilience by planning and preparing for future emergencies. Some businesses from Wye River and surrounding
areas have taken up the support offered through this initiative.
I would like to emphasise that free mentoring is still available and can be arranged by calling the Business Victoria
Contact Centre on 13 22 15. The Government has also established a dedicated Wye River-Separation Creek
community information portal and details about mentoring and other recovery activities can be found at
www.wyesepconnect.info
The Government acknowledges that the Wye River-Jamieson Track fire had a huge impact on the local economy,
and announced a further package of assistance on 7 May, including an additional $190 000 for priority projects that
further assist the recovery from last year’s fire.
The Government is providing $100 000 for the Wye River CFA, which will go towards funding an extension to the
local CFA building and an equipment upgrade.
The Wye River Surf Life Saving Club will receive $60 000 to fund repairs and an upgrade to facilities and
equipment.
A further $30 000 will go towards the immediate weed management works in the Wye River and Separation Creek
areas, which has been identified as a key priority by the community as well as the government agencies that
manage public land in the area.
Under the Commonwealth Government’s Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery Arrangements (NDRRA) there are
four categories of natural disaster assistance, categories A, B, C and D. It is the Commonwealth Government that
sets the guidelines for each category of assistance. Details are available at www.disasterassist.gov.au/
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Dandenong electorate
Question 7084
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Dandenong
Minister for Health
13 April 2016

REPLY:
As part of the 2016-17 Victorian State Budget, the Andrews Labor Government is investing an additional
$1.3 billion in hospital services, with a focus on elective surgery, emergency department access and performance
and specialist clinics. This is to facilitate capacity improvement and also address additional activity across these
programs.
As part of this, Monash Health has been allocated additional funding of $3.45 million, brought forward into the
2015-16 financial year. This funding is for capital works to support elective surgery and to increase elective surgery
activity at Monash Health. A portion of this funding will be used to open 10 new beds, expand the Short Stay Unit
at Monash Medical Centre and to purchase new elective surgery equipment.
This funding will have an immediate impact allowing Monash Health to increase their elective surgery activity and
to target longest waiting patients, to get the surgery they need sooner.
The increase in elective surgery admissions will mean the patients currently waiting the longest for surgeries will
move off hospital elective surgery waiting lists sooner.
Additional funding to support activity for each specific health service in 2016-17 will be confirmed as part of the
2016-17 Policy and Funding Guidelines development process.

Eltham electorate
Question 7086
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eltham
Minister for Emergency Services
13 April 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government greatly values the vital contribution made by the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
firefighters, including those volunteers and career firefighters of the Eltham CFA Brigade, who selflessly devote
their time in keeping our communities safe from all manner of disasters.
Please be assured that I have noted the concerns raised by members of the CFA in your electorate. The Victorian
Government is keen to finalise an enterprise agreement which is balanced, delivers good and fair outcomes for paid
firefighters and enables us to continue to deliver a world class fire service to Victorians that keeps us all safe.
As I have stated publicly, the focus of the Victorian Government is ensuring that we reach an enterprise agreement
with the United Fire Fighters Union that respects and values the great work of both our paid and volunteer
firefighters.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.
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Cranbourne electorate
Question 7088
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Cranbourne
Minister for Planning
13 April 2016

REPLY:
The Casey Central PSP process is being undertaken by the Metropolitan Planning Authority (MPA) via
Amendment C189 to the Casey Planning Scheme.
I am advised that the one month exhibition of Amendment C189 (‘the Amendment’) closed on 7 December 2015
and that 11 submissions were received by the MPA. A Directions Hearing on the Amendment by Planning Panels
Victoria (Panel) was held on 24 March 2016.
The MPA advised the Panel that all submissions were resolved prior to the Directions Hearing and consequently
there were no requests from submitters to be heard by the Panel.
The Chair of the Panel directed the MPA to distribute complete versions of the revised and updated PSP to those
who made submissions. The MPA expects the Panel report on the Amendment to be released in May 2016. This
will enable the MPA to consider adopting the Amendment. If the Amendment is adopted it must be submitted to
me for a decision on its approval.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 7090
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Education
13 April 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to establishing Victoria as the Education State where every
Victorian has an equal right to the knowledge and skills to shape their lives. Part of this work is to promote
inclusive practices in schools so every school can better support all children and young people, including those with
disabilities and special needs. The Victorian Government’s Special Needs Plan for Victorian Schools (the Plan) is
part of the commitment to establish Victoria as the Education State. The Plan is building inclusive schooling
through nine initiatives which will strengthen and improve support for children and young people with a disability,
including those with an ASD.
The Victorian Government has outlined its vision for inclusive school education in the Education State, with the
publication of the Program for Students with Disabilities (PSD) Review (the Review) and the Government’s
Response, Inclusive education for all students with disabilities and additional needs. The PSD Review was the most
comprehensive review of the PSD ever undertaken. The PSD Review was informed by research, expert input,
stakeholder engagement, and a comprehensive analysis of the effectiveness of the program. The PSD Review and
the Government’s Response can be found at:
www.education.vic.gov.au/about/department/Pages/inclusive-education-for-all.aspx.
The Government has immediately accepted 21 of the 25 recommendations made in the Review. The remaining
four recommendations propose a new funding model. The Government acknowledges the potential merits of a new
funding model and will carefully consider these recommendations in the context of other national and state-based
reforms, which will also impact support systems for students with disabilities in the near future. These include the
rollout of the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS); ongoing negotiations with the Commonwealth
Government regarding the Gonski funding agreement; the Government response to the Bracks Review into
Government School Funding; the continued implementation of the Special Needs Plan and the broader reforms to
the Victorian education system proposed through the Government’s Education State agenda.
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To support immediate work on the implementation of the recommendations, the Government has announced a
$22 million funding boost, which includes an extra $17 million funding to better support the needs of students with
autism, dyslexia and learning disabilities, $3 million to provide support for students who are transitioning to Year 7
who are no longer eligible for the PSD, and $2 million for a dyslexia and learning difficulties strategy. The extra
$17 million over two years will be used to support students who have learning challenges such as an Autism
Spectrum Disorder (ASD), who do not meet the eligibility requirements of the PSD. This, extra funding will enable
schools to put in place programs and strategies such as social skills groups, education support staff and speech
pathologists in order to maximise the learning and wellbeing of children and young people with disabilities.
There are a range of supports to enable teachers to work more effectively with children with an ASD. The
Department of Education and Training knows that all children, including those with ASD have unique strengths,
interests and abilities and works to ensure that these are supported.
Since 2010, the Department of Education and Training has provided over 180 teachers with scholarships to
undertake postgraduate studies in teaching students with an ASD, through the Autism Teaching Institute (ATI).
Other professional learning for teachers in ASD has been provided by Aspect and Inclusion Online (which features
a 10 week module on ASD). The Department’s Autism Friendly Learning website hosts videos, fact sheets and
templates for use by teachers, school leaders and families.
I have asked Mr Mark Tainsh, Director, Inclusion, Access and Participation, Early Childhood and School
Education Group, Department of Education and Training to meet with Ms Katie Koullas, Founder, Yellow
Ladybugs (and mother of Mia) to discuss her views on the needs of girls with an ASD.

Footscray electorate
Question 7103
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Footscray
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
14 April 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Labor Government is committed to women’s equal representation, leadership and participation in the
economic, social and civic life of the community. The 2016-17 State Budget has allocated $9 million over two
years to enhance equality for Victorian women.
In December 2015, the Government launched a consultation paper for Victoria’s first Gender Equality Strategy.
The strategy will guide actions and priorities for achieving women’s economic, social and civic participation and
help to create a more equal community that does not tolerate negative attitudes and behaviour towards women.
Submissions to the consultation paper formally closed on 18 March 2016, however, the submissions received have
already provided valuable insight into how gender inequality impacts on women’s health, wellbeing, safety and
economic and social participation.
These key themes and issues emerging from the submissions will be used to guide the next phase of targeted
consultations with Government departments, business and community groups. These consultations will be
conducted over the months of May through to August 2016.
I encourage members of the Footscray community to contact my office in relation to further opportunities to
contribute to the development of Victoria’s Gender Equality Strategy.
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Morwell electorate
Question 7104
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Morwell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
14 April 2016

REPLY:
The construction of the shared path between Traralgon and Morwell will be considered for funding under the
Andrews Labor Government’s Safer Cyclists and Pedestrians Fund.

Essendon electorate
Question 7105
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Essendon
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
14 April 2016

REPLY:
The ability of Moonee Ponds’ water infrastructure to meet the demands of an increasing population is determined
by rigorous analysis. City West Water has advised that there is adequate capacity within the network to supply the
forecast growth in Moonee Ponds.
The condition of ageing assets is closely monitored with work undertaken to ensure infrastructure continues to meet
community needs. This includes:
– Renewal of 3.2 km of a 100-year-old water main in Essendon and Moonee Ponds, scheduled for completion in
October 2016.
– Construction of the Aberfeldie Stormwater Drainage Improvement project, a new 1.6 km stormwater drain to
better protect properties from the impacts of flooding during heavy rainfall events.
– Works to reline sections of the 8.8 km Maribyrnong River Main will increase its service life by 50 or more
years.
Furthermore, the Moonee Ponds Reliever Sewer project will improve the structural integrity of the sewer by
relining 4 km of the pipeline.
City West Water is committed to ensuring that the community is kept well informed of current and future progress.
Future pressure on water infrastructure is also addressed through controlling proposed land development. Over
50 applications in Moonee Ponds were reviewed in 2014–15 to ensure growing communities do not increase flood
risk and to help mitigate impacts on local waterways.

Burwood electorate
Question 7110
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Burwood
Minister for Planning
14 April 2016

REPLY:
Thank you for your question of 14 April 2016 regarding the redevelopment of the Markham Estate in Ashburton. I
appreciate your concerns and the concerns of your constituents about this project.
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The provision of social housing and housing affordability are significant issues in the community which the
Government would like to address. We need to respond to the needs of vulnerable Victorians by ensuring a supply
of appropriate housing so that they can contribute to a vibrant local community and thrive.
As you note, plans for the Markham Estate redevelopment are not finalised, and will not be finalised until after the
local community, Boroondara City Council and other stakeholders have been consulted.
I appreciate that the western boundary of the Markham Estate site interfaces with the rear of several properties
fronting Ashburn Grove. Achieving a suitable interface to these residential properties will be a key issue to address
through the planning process.

Broadmeadows electorate
Question 7111
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Broadmeadows
Minister for Education
14 April 2016

REPLY:
Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Andrews Labor Government, and this has
been demonstrated through our 2016-17 State Budget allocation of $1.1 billion to build, upgrade and maintain
school infrastructure across the state. The Victorian School Building Authority will be established to deliver this
construction boom that will not just benefit students, but also create jobs for construction workers and local tradies.
I am delighted to confirm that $500 000 has been allocated to Dallas Brooks Community Primary School to
complete and upgrade its outdoor spaces and undertake landscaping on the school site.
I have asked the Department of Education and Training to assist the school with the planning for this work, and to
help it prepare for the upcoming capital works project.
Once Dallas Brooks Community Primary School receives its capital funding, the Department will work closely
with the school to ensure the best outcome for the school community.

Mildura electorate
Question 7508
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Mildura
Minister for Emergency Services
27 April 2016

REPLY:
The Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers, including those of the Mildura CFA Brigade play a paramount role
in protecting Victoria from all manner of disasters. The Victorian Government greatly values and respects the work
of volunteers in our communities.
I have stated publicly, the Victorian Government is making sure that we get an agreement with the United Fire
Fighters Union which respects and values the great work, of both our paid and volunteer firefighters.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.
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Evelyn electorate
Question 7510
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Evelyn
Minister for Planning
27 April 2016

REPLY:
Helicopters must operate according to strict requirements determined by Airservices Australia as the
Commonwealth authority responsible for ensuring compliance with airspace and aircraft noise regulations.
The planning system regulates heliports and other helicopter landing sites through Clause 52.15 of planning
schemes. Planning Practice Note 75, Planning requirements for heliports and helicopter landing sites, has also
been published to explain how helicopter activity is regulated in the planning system and to guide the preparation
of planning permit applications to use or develop land for heliports and helicopter landing sites.
Victoria, along with member jurisdictions of the National Airports Safeguarding Advisory Group, sought a review
of aircraft noise standards, which resulted in the publication of the revised Australian Standard 2021-2015:
Acoustics — Aircraft noise intrusion — building siting and construction on 25 March 2015. The Standard is
implemented in Victorian planning schemes which contain airport environs overlay controls. The Victorian
Government is also awaiting the release of Standards Australia’s new Handbook SA HB 149: Acoustics —
Guidance on producing information on aircraft noise to help communicate and better understand aircraft noise,
including helicopter noise.
A Fly Neighbourly Advice or Agreement (FNA) is a voluntary code of practice which can be used by helicopter
operators to minimise their noise impact on surrounding communities. FNAs are usually established by agreement
between aircraft operators, the community and other authorities including local councils. I would encourage your
constituents and tourism related helicopter operators to make use of FNAs as a means of balancing the
requirements of helicopter operations with the need to maintain the Yarra Valley’s unique appeal.
Further information regarding FNAs can be found on the Civil Aviation Safety Authority’s website at
www.casa.gov.au/standard-page/fly-neighbourly-advice.

Essendon electorate
Question 7511
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Essendon
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
27 April 2016

REPLY:
The CityLink Tulla Widening project is committed to minimising the impact of construction works on the natural
environment wherever possible. As part of these essential works, it has been necessary to clear vegetation along the
freeway corridor in preparation for major construction works to begin.
In this case, vegetation has been removed to build the new inbound exit ramp and separated road to Bell Street. The
new two-lane road will run parallel to the freeway from the Calder/Tullamarine interchange to Bell Street. This
development will improve traffic flow and safety by separating Bell Street traffic from general freeway traffic.
Separated roads like this help achieve a higher level of safety and reliability on the freeway by reducing weaving
and merging, while also allowing freeway traffic to flow freely without interruption from exiting traffic.
The CityLink Tulla Widening project recognises the importance of the local environment and we are committed to
delivering the project in an environmentally responsible manner. A detailed landscape plan is being developed that
will see approximately 150 000 new shrubs and trees planted as part of the CityLink Tulla Widening reinstatement
works along the corridor.
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Rowville electorate
Question 7521
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Rowville
Minister for Emergency Services
3 May 2016

REPLY:
The Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers, including those of the Rowville and Scoresby CFA Brigades play a
vital role in protecting Victoria from all manner of disasters. The Victorian Government greatly values and respects
the work of volunteers in our communities.
Please be assured that I have noted the concerns raised by members of the CFA in your electorate. As I have stated
publicly, the focus of the Victorian Government is ensuring that we reach an enterprise agreement with the United
Fire Fighters Union that respects and values the great work of both our paid and volunteer firefighters.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

Ringwood electorate
Question 7525
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ringwood
Minister for Training and Skills
3 May 2016

REPLY:
Introducing half price car registration for apprentices who need a car for their work was an election commitment.
The commitment specified that bricklayers, carpenters, joiners, electricians and plumbers would be eligible, as well
as select apprenticeships outside these trades. When the discount was implemented it was broadened to other
construction trades, including apprentice painters, plasterers, glaziers, roof tilers, and wall and floor tilers.
Apprentices in the Certificate III in Landscape Construction are not currently eligible under the scheme. The
registration discount will be reviewed by the Department of Education and Training, in consultation with
VicRoads, in July 2016. The review will include, subject to financial assessment, consideration of whether the
discount should be broadened to further trades, such as Landscape Construction.

Forest Hill electorate
Question 7529
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Forest Hill
Minister for Education
3 May 2016

REPLY:
I can assure the Honourable Member that the welfare of students is our highest priority, and parents can be
confident that their children are being educated in facilities whose safety is regularly monitored.
The 2015-16 State Budget provided $42 million to extend and complete the asbestos audit program, demolish
780 relocatable classrooms with high amounts of asbestos and replace 200 of these classrooms, ensuring school
capacity is not affected.
The 2016-17 Budget continues to progress the Government’s commitment to removing asbestos from all
government schools by providing $28 million to increase the removal of asbestos in schools, informed by the
asbestos audit. This brings the total additional funding provided by the Government for asbestos removal in schools
to $70 million.
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On 31 March 2016, the most thorough asbestos audit of schools in Victoria’s history was completed. This audit has
identified where asbestos is, the risk it poses, and how best to manage it until it can be removed. In a major
achievement, the Government has now removed all identified high risk (Al and A2 rated) asbestos from Victorian
government schools, and a total of 1712 school campuses had individual asbestos audits completed and all
identified ‘high risk’ asbestos has been removed.
In the asbestos audit undertaken of Vermont Primary School in June 2015, no high-risk asbestos was identified.
The Department of Education and Training oversees a comprehensive Asbestos Management Program for all
government schools. This includes the emergency removal of all high-risk material as identified, the provision of
expert advice via a 24-hour hotline, and training for school staff to ensure that they are equipped to identify and
monitor potential hazards. If a school has concerns about the condition of asbestos, it should the Department’s
asbestos program manager, for immediate and professional support.

South-West Coast electorate
Question 7539
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for South-West Coast
Minister for Emergency Services
4 May 2016

REPLY:
The Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers, including volunteers of the CFA brigades in the South-West Coast,
play a vital role in protecting Victoria from all manner of disasters. The Victorian Government greatly values and
respects the work of volunteers in our communities.
Please be assured that I have noted the concerns raised by members of the CFA in your electorate. As I have stated
publicly, the focus of the Victorian Government is ensuring that we reach an enterprise agreement with the United
Firefighters Union that respects and values the great work of both our paid and volunteer firefighters.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

Burwood electorate
Question 7541
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Burwood
Minister for Education
4 May 2016

REPLY:
Investment in education and school infrastructure continues to be a priority for the Victorian Government. This has
been demonstrated through the Government’s 2016-17 State Budget allocation of $1.1 billion to build, upgrade and
maintain school infrastructure across the state, ensuring that every child has access to a great local school, and gets
the chance to succeed.
Understandably, State Budget constraints do not allow for all school building projects to be immediately funded,
and the needs of all government schools must be balanced and prioritised accordingly. I am advised that the
Department of Education and Training has recently been in contact with the Ashwood School Principal,
Ms Heather Hatherly, OAM, to discuss the school’s use of a nearby site for teaching purposes. I understand the
school vacated the room it occupied in the Storage King Warehouse in January 2016 at the request of the owner,
and have been able to accommodate these students in other classrooms on the school site. I was fascinated to learn
about the school’s history with this warehouse, which I understand was utilised to teach industrial sewing classes,
allowing the students to make chair bags. Ms Hatherly and her staff are clearly extremely committed to their
students and it is humbling to hear of such dedication in Victoria’s schools.
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Please assure Ms Hatherly and the wider Ashwood School community that the Government will continue to use all
available data, including condition assessments and pre-existing project plans, when allocating funding in future
State Budgets. In the meantime, Ashwood will receive additional maintenance funding (through an increase in the
Student Resource Package) to help address day to day maintenance issues at the school.
In addition, I have asked the Department to work with the school to ensure it has enough classroom space to
accommodate the increasing enrolments.
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Questions have been incorporated from the question paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
Headings reflect the portfolio of the minister answering the question.

5 May to 26 May 2016
Education
6687.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the Minister’s response to
constituency question 6668, will the Minister be visiting Bairnsdale Secondary College in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
I would first like to thank Bairnsdale Secondary College for extending an invitation to visit, and I look forward to
visiting the school in the near future when I am in the region.

Education
6688.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to Ministerial Direction 145-Special
Religious Instruction in Government Schools:
(1)

(2)

In a classroom containing only the teaching staff and students in curriculum time, can teachers
allow students to sing traditional carols/hymns containing references to Jesus Christ, such as
Away in a Manger.
Can teachers teach traditional carols/hymns containing references to Jesus Christ to students in
school curriculum time.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Education and Training Reform Act 2006 (the Act) provides that government school education must be
secular. However, a secular education still includes education about world faiths.
New Victorian curriculum introduced in 2016 recognises the importance of world histories, global cultures, ethics
and traditions. The curriculum will help ensure Victoria remains ‘a successful multicultural society and strengthen
our diversity and the capacity of our young people to understand others, including other world views, and to act
with tolerance and respect.
As part of the general religious education curriculum provided by government school teachers, students may be
taught about, and acknowledge, religious celebrations or festivals. This may include recognition of, and educational
activities relating to, key religious celebrations such as Christmas, Eid al-Adha, or Hanukkah.
With reference to Christmas carols, schools can learn and sing carols on school grounds as carols have a cultural
place in our society.
It is up to the professional judgment of teachers and principals to decide, based on the context, the curriculum, the
Department’s policies what forms of music they use in their classroom activities. There are no prohibited Christmas
carols or hymns.

Agriculture
6763.

Mr BLACKWOOD to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Agriculture — Has
the Minister received correspondence from the Gippsland Branch of the Avicultural Society of

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
2194

ASSEMBLY

5 May to 26 May 2016

Australia Inc.; if so, does the Minister intend to respond to their concerns regarding the sale of exotic
birds at aviary events across the state and review the relevant legislation to address these concerns.
ANSWER:
Under the Domestic Animals Act 1994 it is an offence to sell a caged bird from a place other than a private
residence or a registered pet shop; unless the bird is exempt under the Wildlife Act 1975 amnesty (listing birds
indigenous to the whole or parts of Australia). This has been the case for more than 20 years.
In May 2015, it was brought to the attention of biosecurity officers at the Department of Economic Development,
Jobs, Transport and Resources (DEDJTR) that large bird sales were being held at various locations around
Victoria.
DEDJTR has been in contact with organisers of bird sales to discuss their legislative requirements. Organisers have
taken action to stop the illegal sale of exotic species at these sales by introducing an expressions of interest system
instead. Staff from the department have also recently met with members of the Victorian Avicultural Council to
discuss their concerns about the continuation of bird sales.
I understand that for some aviculturists and exotic bird hobbyists the changes to the functioning of birds sales may
have been unexpected. I have received many letters about this.
I must emphasise, however, that there has been no change to the law, or the way it is regulated. The sale of exotic
species of birds outside of pet shops and private residences has been continuously banned in Victoria for more than
20 years.
I appreciate the cooperation that has been shown by organisers in making some changes to the way they run their
sales in order to comply with the law. For this reason, I have asked my department to investigate possible policy
options that could allow the large sales of exotic species to occur, legally.

Education
6795.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the Schools Funding Review
led by the Hon. Steve Bracks, which was to be completed by the end of 2015, when will the final
findings of the review be released.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to making Victoria the Education State. To achieve this vision a
well-resourced government school system that provides world class educational opportunities to all children is
essential.
As part of this commitment, the Government appointed former Premier, the Hon Steve Bracks AC, to examine
future funding arrangements for schooling in Victoria for the period beyond 2017.
An interim report titled ‘Emerging Issues & Ideas’ was issued on 6 September 2015 capturing the views of
stakeholders. The Review has now delivered its Final Report and Government is carefully considering the final
recommendations of the Review.

Public transport
6842.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will stakeholder consultation occur
before or after a construction contract is signed for sky rail to remove level crossings on the Frankston
line between Frankston and Moorabbin.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Government is removing 11 level crossings on the Frankston line. The former Liberal Government
did not remove a single level crossing on the Frankston line.
The planning for the removal of eight level crossings between Cheltenham and Frankston is still in the early stages
and no decision has yet been made regarding the recommended solution for their removal.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is considering all options for removing the crossings as part of its
investigations to determine the best solution for each site.
The Authority is also consulting with local residents, traders and special interest groups along the Frankston line.
For more information on the consultation process go to www.levelcrossings.vic.gov.au

Public transport
6843.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the sky rail project,
what discussions have taken place for grade separation at Charman Road and Park Road, Cheltenham.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Government is removing 11 level crossings on the Frankston line including Charman Rd in
Cheltenham. The former Liberal Government did not remove any crossings on the Frankston line.
The planning for the removal of eight level crossings between Cheltenham and Frankston is still in the early stages
and no decision has yet been made regarding the recommended solution for their removal.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is considering all options for removing the crossings as part of its
investigations to determine the best solution for each site, including Charman Road, Cheltenham.
This has included significant community consultation to date.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority has held a station pop-up at Cheltenham station, held nine community
drop-in sessions, two of them in Cheltenham, and has spoken with traders and special interest groups. Door
knocking residents surrounding each crossing is planned for the coming weeks.
The Park Road, Cheltenham level crossing is not one of the 50 level crossings nominated for removal by the State
Government.

Public transport
6845.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
(1)
(2)

What sky rail proposals have been discussed for grade separation at Balcombe Road and Latrobe
Street, Mentone.
What consultation has taken place with the executive of The Friends of Mentone Station and
Gardens in relation to sky rail proposals for the Frankston Line.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Government is removing 11 level crossings on the Frankston line, including at Balcombe Rd in
Mentone. The former Liberal Government did not remove any crossings on the Frankston line.
The planning for the removal of eight level crossings between Cheltenham and Frankston is still in the early stages
and no decision has yet been made regarding the recommended solution for their removal.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority has been and is continuing to consult with local residents, traders and
special interest groups along the Frankston line, including the Friends of Mentone Station and Gardens. These
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community members know their area best and their feedback is a vital part of the process in determining the best
solution for each area.
The Authority will be continuing to meet with the Friends of Mentone Station and Gardens community group
regularly as designs are developed to ensure their views are understood and considered. The LaTrobe Street,
Mentone level crossing is not one of the 50 level crossings nominated for removal by the State Government.

Public transport
6846.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the proposed grade
separation between the road and railway line at Charman Road, Cheltenham:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What public consultation has taken place.
How many people have been consulted.
Has a decision been made on the engineering design.
Will the design be for an elevated sky rail.
When will the contract for the works be entered into.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Government is removing 11 level crossings on the Frankston line including Charman Rd in
Cheltenham. The former Liberal Government did not remove any crossings on the Frankston line.
The planning for the removal of eight level crossings between Cheltenham and Frankston is still in the early stages
and no decision has yet been made regarding the recommended solution for their removal.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is considering all of these options as part of its investigations to determine
the best solution for each site.
Community consultation and engagement is a vital part of the process to determine the best solution for removing
eight level crossings between Cheltenham and Frankston.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is currently consulting with local residents, traders and special interest
groups along the Frankston line throughout this year.
The first round of community consultation is underway. Nine community drop-in sessions have been held, there
were 10 station pop-ups, traders in each area have been spoken with individually, as have special interest groups.
This consultation phase will also include door knocking residents surrounding each crossing in the coming weeks.
For more information on the consultation process go to www.levelcrossings.vic.gov.au

Public transport
6847.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the proposed grade
separation between the road and railway line at Balcombe Road, Mentone:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What public consultation has taken place.
How many people have been consulted.
Has a decision been made on the engineering design.
Will the design be for an elevated sky rail.
When will the contract for the works be entered into.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Government is removing 11 level crossings on the Frankston line including Balcombe Road in
Mentone. The former Liberal Government did not remove any crossings on the Frankston line.
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The planning for the removal of eight level crossings between Cheltenham and Frankston is still at early stages and
no decision has yet been made regarding the recommended solution for their removal.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is considering all options as part of its investigations to determine the best
solution for each site.
Community consultation and engagement is a vital part of the process to determine the best solution for removing
eight level crossings between Cheltenham and Frankston.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is currently consulting with local residents, traders and special interest
groups along the Frankston line throughout this year.
The first round of community consultation is underway. Nine community drop-in sessions have been held, there
were 10 station pop-ups, traders in each area have been spoken with individually, as have special interest groups.
This consultation phase will also include door knocking residents surrounding each crossing in the coming weeks.

Education
6849.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the Cooperative Learning
Structures (CLP) educational model developed by Dr Spencer Kagan, does the Department of
Education and Training have plans to implement CLP in Victorian schools; if so, what is the timetable
for implementing this program.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Successful education systems are characterised by principals who are well connected to their peers through active
partnerships or learning networks of schools. These learning networks are known as Communities of Practice.
During 2016 the Department will be establishing a Communities of Practice approach. The intention is to
powerfully support the implementation of the Framework for Improving Student Outcomes and drive the
achievement of Education State targets.
The Department does not endorse individual educational programs for implementation in Victorian government
schools. Schools can however, decide to engage and implement individual programs at the local level based on the
specific learning needs of their students and community.

Environment, climate change and water
6879.

Mr BATTIN to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to
inoperative quarries and landfill:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many inoperative quarries and landfill sites are in Victoria.
What is the location of each inoperative quarry or landfill site in Victoria.
How many of these sites are required to be backfilled.
What is the location of each landfill and quarry waiting to be backfilled.

ANSWER:
There are 50 closed landfills in Victoria that have current post-closure pollution abatement notices issued by EPA
Victoria.
EPA does not hold records of closed landfills that do not have post-closure pollution abatement notices issued.

Public transport
6914.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
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Was the 9.05 pm down Belgrave service on 7 March 2016 a three-car X’Trapolis.
What is the typical Monday to Thursday maximum passenger capacity for the 9.05 pm Belgrave
service.
In 2014, was this service or the closest equivalent service typically a six-car X’Trapolis or a
Comeng.
Will this service be restored to a six-car set; if so, when.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the 9.05 pm down Belgrave service on 7 March 2016 was a six-car set. The premise underlying
these questions is incorrect.

Local government
6919.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Local Government — Does the upcoming review of the Local
Government Act 1989 also include a review of the City of Melbourne Act 2001.

ANSWER:
Yes. As indicated in the Review Terms of Reference, the review will include consideration of all legislation for
which the Minister for Local Government has administrative responsibility with a view to simplifying and
integrating these Acts in the new Act where possible.
Other related legislation includes the City of Greater Geelong Act 1993, the City of Melbourne Act 2001 and the
Municipal Association Act 1907.

Roads and road safety
6990.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Towards Zero
campaign:
(1)
(2)

What is the total cost of the campaign.
What are the total costs for each of the following components of the campaign:
(a) billboard advertising;
(b) television advertising;
(c) radio advertising;
(d) newspaper advertising;
(e) advert development and construction;
(f) the development, hosting and maintenance of the Towards Zero website; and
(g) development and filming of short films and other similar media for the Towards Zero
campaign.

ANSWER:
Thank you for your question on 22 March 2016 regarding the campaign costs for ‘Towards Zero’ campaigns.
Towards Zero is not one campaign, but a new approach to addressing road safety. At its heart, the Towards Zero
approach is a long term vision for a future with zero deaths or serious injuries on our roads.
The Towards Zero approach is based on the four principles of Safer Roads, Safer Cars, Safer Speeds and Safer
People. For more information about the Towards Zero approach you can visit: www.towardszero.vic.gov.au
A crucial component of reaching our goals of Towards Zero is the public education campaigning that assists in
spreading the road safety message.
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Advertising and campaign expenditure for road safety initiatives can be found in the TAC Annual Report
The campaigns and website will continue to be used and extended to reinforce the Towards Zero approach to the
Victorian community
I trust this information is of assistance to you.

Energy and resources
6995.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — With reference to reports from the
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission and the Australian Cable Makers Association that
faulty imported electrical cables represent damage to life and property:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What action has the Government taken to protect the lives of Victorians.
What action has the Government taken to protect the homes of Victorians.
What action has the Government taken to protect commercial property in Victoria.
What action has the Government taken to identify faulty cables and prevent their installation now
and in the future.

ANSWER:
I refer to the matter raised by the Member for Sandringham regarding the Victorian Government’s action on faulty
imported electrical cables.
The safety of Victorians is an absolute priority of the Andrews Labor Government. Victoria has a strong energy
safety regime that is overseen by the independent regulator Energy Safe Victoria (ESV). ESV has powers under the
Electricity Safety Act 1998 to protect the safety of Victorians.
Victoria’s safety regime includes ensuring gas and electrical equipment installed in homes and businesses meets
relevant safety standards as set by the Australian and New Zealand Standards Committee, and the licencing and
registration of electricians to ensure that all electrical work has been performed by a qualified electrician.
ESV has a team of investigators who probe gas and electrical safety issues in homes and businesses across the state,
and run various community education campaigns alerting Victorians to potential dangers with energy. In situations
where a possible safety breach is identified, ESV conducts testing to determine if an electrical or gas product is
compliant with the minimum safety standards or if it poses a safety threat to Victorians. If a product is found to be
unsafe, ESV can issue a mandatory recall and direct a company to rectify the unsafe situation.
ESV has been the lead agency for a number of product recalls including electrical cable recalls such as the Ecables
recall, and has played a pivotal role in providing the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC)
and its task force with advice on the electrical safety aspects of the Infinity Cables recall. The ACCC joined with
electrical safety regulators, building regulators and state and territory fair trading consumer law agencies to decide
what action should be taken in relation to the infinity cables recall through a regulatory taskforce and recently
issued a special bulletin warning builders and electricians to remediate Infinity cables or face fines.
This regime has an excellent record of preventing electrical incidents through rigorous investigations, testing, point
of sale audits and standards setting.

Public transport
6996.

Mr BURGESS to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the rezoning of a section
of VicTrack land near the Somerville railway station land to residential:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What advice has the Minister sought.
What advice has the Minister received.
Is the land to be sold and then used to build high rise units.
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What is the valuation of the land.

ANSWER:
It is VicTrack ‘s role to grow and protect Victoria’s transport assets, to help build a thriving public transport
system, and make travel and living better for Victorians.
Under the Transport Integration Act 2010, VicTrack must dispose of land which is no longer required for transport
purposes. The proceeds from the sale of VicTrack land is reinvested directly back to transport and Victorian
communities, including VicTrack’s custodial obligations.
The VicTrack Land Sales Program is approved by the Minister for Public Transport and the Treasurer for the sale
of land. In the case of Somerville Railway Lot 38,it formed part of VicTrack’s 2014-2015 Land Sales Program,
approved for sale in October 2014.
1)

In September 2015, I sought VicTrack’s advice in relation to the sale of Somerville Railway Lot 38, to reply
to the Member for Hasting’s correspondence on the matter.

2)

In September 2015, VicTrack provided advice on the sale and rezoning of Somerville Railway Lot 38. The
advice confirmed the land is surplus to transport requirements, and that the sale was approved by the former
Minister for Public Transport and the former Treasurer in October 2014. It also confirmed VicTrack’s
consultation with the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council and the role of the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning’s (DELWP) Fast Track Government Land Service to rezone land.

3)

VicTrack proposes to offer the land for public sale within the next 12 months. The purchaser is entitled to
apply to the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council for planning permission for any development of the land
through the normal planning processes. The DELWP Fast Track Government Land Service recently
concluded its exhibition period and planning panel hearing for the rezone. In early June 2016, the panel will
make a recommendation on the rezone to the Minister for Planning. The Minister for Planning will then
determine whether the land will be rezoned to a General Residential 1Zone which may include a
Development Plan Overlay. The zone and overlay will prescribe the future development density and height
allowances.

4)

At this time, Somerville Railway Lot 38 has not been formally valued. VicTrack will secure a valuation of
land from the Valuer General Victoria based on the current market value in due course.

Public transport
7009.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the cancellation on
23 March 2016 of the 6.08 am up Warrnambool service and the 7.20 am down and 12.45 pm up
Bairnsdale services:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

What was the exact cause of each cancellation.
When was the locomotive or car set repaired and again available for traffic.
How many coaches replaced each train.
Where did each coach originate and terminate.
What was the cost of each coach hire.
When did the affected Warrnambool line locomotive and car set return to Southern Cross railway
station.
How many passengers used each replacement road coach.

ANSWER:
(1)

The 6.08 am Warrnambool to Southern Cross was replaced by coaches due to defective brake rigging.
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The 7.20 am Southern Cross to Bairnsdale and the 12.45 pm Bairnsdale to Southern Cross services were
replaced by coaches due to a train fault relating to doors on the carriage.
(2)

The faults on both trains were repaired and they were available later the same day.

(3)

Six coaches were used to replace the Warrnambool service and a total of seven were used to replace the
Bairnsdale services.

(4)

The Warrnambool replacement coaches originated at Warrnambool (three coaches); Waurn Ponds (one
coach); Geelong (one coach) and Wyndham Vale (one coach). All terminated at Southern Cross.
The 7.20 am Southern Cross to Bairnsdale service was replaced by coaches originating at Traralgon and
terminating at Bairnsdale.
The 12.45 pm Bairnsdale to Southern Cross was replaced by coaches originating at Bairnsdale and
terminating at Southern Cross.

(5)

V/Line contracts coaches to provide both timetabled coaches and rail replacement coach services. Coaches
are procured at commercial rates.

(6)

The same day.

(7)

The average patronage for the Warrnambool service is 460 passengers. The average patronage for the
Bairnsdale service is 160 passengers.

Energy and resources
7012.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Has the Minister or the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources had any discussions with the federal
government about providing support for the Latrobe Valley as part of the transition to renewable
energy.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is actively working with a range of organisations to support economic diversification in
the Latrobe Valley, including the Federal Government’s Regional Development Australia as well as community,
industry and local government representatives.
The Victorian Government is committed to transitioning Victoria to renewable energy, which will require detailed
planning to give the community and industry certainty going forward, especially in the Latrobe Valley. The
Government’s forthcoming Renewable Energy Action Plan will help achieve this, as will the development of a new
coal policy.

Energy and resources
7013.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Given that more than 2300
submissions were received by the Essential Services Commission calling for a fair price for solar
export, will the Government be reviewing the terms of reference or scope of the Essential Services
Commission’s Inquiry into the true value of distributed generation.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government supports a fair price on solar energy. That is why we committed to and
announced an inquiry into the true value of distributed generation.
This inquiry will conclude in 2016, with a new, fairer, price for solar energy in place for 2017.
The Government encourages all Victorians to continue to be involved in the Inquiry as it progresses.
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Roads and road safety
7038.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the $140 million
targeted road restoration program, how much of the funding for the financial years 2013/14, 2014/15
and 2015/16 was allocated to:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

The Eastern Region.
The Northern Region.
The North East Region.
The Western Region.
The South West Region.
The Metro North West Region.
The Metro South East Region.

ANSWER:
This information is contained within the relevant VicRoads Annual Reports (2013/14; page 49, 2014/15; page 23)
and previous Budget papers.

Roads and road safety
7039.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to statewide road
maintenance, for the financial years 2013/14, 2014/15 and 2015/15, what is the total amount of funds
allocated to maintenance in:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

The Eastern Region.
The Northern Region.
The North East Region.
The Western Region.
The South West Region.
The Metro North West Region.
The Metro South East Region.

ANSWER:
This information is contained within the relevant VicRoads Annual Reports (2013/14; page 49, 2014/15; page 23)
and previous Budget papers.

Roads and road safety
7040.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to rural road
infrastructure in Victoria, what is the total amount invested in local roads and bridges in:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

2011/12.
2012/13.
2013/14.
2014/15.
2015/16.

ANSWER:
This information is contained within the relevant VicRoads Annual Reports (2013/14; page 49, 2014/15; page 23)
and previous Budget papers.
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Roads and road safety
7041.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to bridges (including
major culverts) on Victoria’s arterial road network:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What is the total number of bridges on the road network.
What is the total annual expenditure on maintenance, rehabilitation and replacement of bridges.
How many bridges were inspected in 2015.
How many bridges were found to have functional deficiencies in 2015.
How many bridges on the road network have exceeded their design life.

ANSWER:
Information regarding the number of Victorian bridges on the arterial network is available from the Victorian
Government data website at <https://www.data.vic.gov.au/data/dataset/vicroads-bridge-structure-data>.
Information regarding annual expenditure and inspections of bridges are contained within the relevant VicRoads
Annual Report; Key Financial Results and Report on Operations sections respectively.

Roads and road safety
7042.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Drysdale
Bypass project:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What are the milestones for the project.
What project development activities have been undertaken since December 2014.
When will VicRoads publicly release a business case for the project.
How much of the allocated $2 million has been spent to date.

ANSWER:
I am pleased to advise that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Victorian Government has committed $109 million for the Drysdale Bypass and improvements along
Geelong-Portarlington Road (also known as High Street), Drysdale. The project includes two distinct components:
– The Geelong Portarlington Road (High Street) improvements include a suite of works which are planned to
reduce congestion, improve amenity and make it safer for road users; and
– The Drysdale Bypass will provide approximately six kilometres of new roadway, from Jetty Road to north of
Whitcombes Road.
The Project Milestones are as follows:
a.
Geelong-Portarlington Road (High Street) Improvement works to be completed in 2017;
b. Planning Scheme Amendment process for Drysdale Bypass to be completed in 2017;
c. Construction of Drysdale Bypass will commence in 2018 and completed in 2020.
Project development activities that have been undertaken/underway since December 2014 include:
a.
b.
c.

The development of a business case has been prepared for consideration by Government on the detailed
scope and cost options for the duplication;
Preconstruction activities including survey, site investigations, utility service investigations and
environmental studies required for permit approvals, are now underway and are progressing well;
Development of a functional design for consultation and discussion; and
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A communications strategy is in place to ensure that the community and various interested stakeholders
are consulted and informed of progress in the ongoing planning and delivery of this important project.

Roads and road safety
7044.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the government’s
commitment to trial a truck curfew on Rosanna Road:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many heavy vehicles per day travelled on Rosanna Road prior to the introduction of the
curfew.
When will VicRoads release modelling on the impact of the curfew on travel times for heavy
vehicles.
How many full time equivalent VicRoads officers are assigned to the enforcement of the curfew.
How many fines to date have been issued to heavy vehicle operators who have broken the curfew.
On what date will the curfew conclude.

ANSWER:
(1)

Prior to the installation of the curfew and throughout, VicRoads has been collecting traffic data to assess the
impact of the trial.

(2)

In addition to establishing a community reference group, VicRoads will arrange a workshop in mid 2016 so
that the broader community and stakeholders are involved through the evaluation phase of the trial. VicRoads
will share traffic information at this workshop.

(3)

VicRoads has enforced the curfews with patrols throughout the area. There are several roads with truck
curfews in Victoria and VicRoads prioritises enforcement activities based on operational factors and feedback
from the community.

(4)

The truck curfews were implemented over a 12-month trial period, during which VicRoads has continued to
monitor the truck curfews. Stakeholder feedback and an assessment of the curfews will subsequently
determine the future of the trial curfews. VicRoads expects to assess the trial in November 2016.

Roads and road safety
7045.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Government’s
commitment to upgrade Bolton Street in Eltham:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What works will be undertaken to upgrade Bolton Street.
What are the milestones for the project.
What project development activities have been undertaken since December 2014.
When will VicRoads publicly release a business case for the project.

ANSWER:
The works will generally involve the provisioning of dedicated right turn lanes, the construction of a shared user
path and drainage improvements. Two options are being considered and the final option will be decided after
community consultation.
The 2016 State Budget included a commitment of $10.2 million to undertake the upgrade of Bolton Street.
Preliminary planning works have commenced; including development of concept design options that will be
discussed with the community in mid-2016. Construction is expected to begin in late 2017.
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Roads and road safety
7048.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Box Hill to
Ringwood bikeway project initiated by the Napthine Government:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What are the milestones for the project.
What milestones have been achieved since December 2014.
Will the project be completed in the fourth quarter of 2015/16, as the Treasurer indicated in the
2015/16 State Budget.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Box Hill to Ringwood bike path spans an approximate length of ten kilometres. The project generally
follows the Belgrave and Lilydale railway line and is being designed and constructed in sections. Design
development is continuing and construction contracts are expected to be tendered and path built progressively
over the coming 12 to 18 months.

(2)

The section in Box Hill was opened in May 2015, following the initial section at Mitcham in July 2014.

(3)

The above timeframe includes the sections in Blackburn and Heatherdale that will be constructed as part of
level crossing removal projects in 2017.

Roads and road safety
7049.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the $96 million
allocated to the Echuca-Moama Bridge project by the Napthine Government:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Why has VicRoads not yet proceeded with early civil works on the Warren Street roundabout
upgrade.
When will civil works commence on the project.
What is the total amount of funding spent on this initiative to date in 2015/16.
Has the Minister reprioritised any of the allocated $96 million to other projects.
On what date or dates has the Minister written to his counterparts in the NSW and Commonwealth
Governments to reaffirm Victoria’s commitment to this project.

ANSWER:
In recognition of the importance of this project, the State Government included an allocation of $96 million to the
project in its 2015-16 and 2016-17 budgets, noting that final funding arrangements would require the confirmation
of reciprocal funding from the Commonwealth and New South Wales State Governments.
I am endeavouring to have the whole of this important project, including the construction of the Warren Street
roundabout progressed as soon as possible-this is reflected by the Andrews Labor Government’s commitment to
this project.
VicRoads advises me that it has commenced preconstruction investigations for the roundabout to enable timely
construction following confirmation of Federal and New South Wales State funding.
On 12 April 2016, I wrote to the Federal Minister for Infrastructure and Transport reaffirming the Victorian
Government’s commitment to this project, and seeking commitment from the Federal Government.

Roads and road safety
7051.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Fixing
Congestion on Punt Road initiative initiated by the Napthine Government:
(1)

What are the milestones for the project.
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(3)

5 May to 26 May 2016

What works activities have been undertaken since December 2014.
On what date will 24-hour parking restrictions be introduced on Punt Road.

ANSWER:
(1)

VicRoads is following the Code of Practice for Clearways on declared roads. The steps below reflect the
requirements of the code of practice:
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)

Determining whether to create or alter a clearway;
Notification of proposed clearway changes to those affected;
Consultation process (minimum 60 days);
Notification of Decision by VicRoads;
Implementation of clearway changes; and
Evaluation of clearway implementation.

(2)

VicRoads has made a determination that it intends to alter clearways along Punt Road and has undertaken a
60-day consultation process to provide property owners and occupiers abutting the affected sections of road
the opportunity to lodge a submission. This 60-day period concluded on 10 April 2016. VicRoads is currently
meeting with those who lodged submissions to discuss matters raised prior to finalising its decision.

(3)

VicRoads anticipates that changes to the existing clearways along Punt Road will be implemented in the
second half of 2016.

Roads and road safety
7052.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to VicRoads’ tender
for the development of a Practical Safe Driving program:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Before the tender was advertised, how many firms or education providers did VicRoads meet with
in relation to the program.
What date was the tender advertised.
Did any firms or education providers register their interest in participating in the tender, and if so,
on what date or dates did this occur.
Did VicRoads contact any firms or education providers to inform them that a tender for the
program had been advertised, and if so, on what date or dates did this occur.
What communications channels did VicRoads use to advertise the tender for the program.
Is the tender process being overseen by a probity auditor.

ANSWER:
(1)

As part of routine stakeholder engagement, VicRoads:
– provided an industry briefing on 7 April 2015 in relation to the program and the Young Driver Safety
Package;
– held an expert workshop on 27 & 28 August 2015 in relation to the program; and
– met with a number of road safety education providers during 2015 to observe their programs.
There were no specific meetings undertaken in relation to this tender.

(2)

The tender was advertised on 3 February 2016.

(3)

There were 29 organisations and education providers that requested the tender document between 3 February
and 29 February 2016. Four submissions were received on 2 March 2016.
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(4)

No formal contact was made with any firms or education providers. There was an article in The Age on
1 February 2016 titled “Young drivers who pass probationary period with no blemish to get free licence” that
stated “Meanwhile, a $24.4 million safe driving program for high school students is to go out to tender on
Wednesday.” This was the first time firms or education providers were made aware of the tender release date.

(5)

The tender was advertised in the Herald Sun and Financial Review on 3 February and 10 February 2016. It
was also advertised on the VicRoads website throughout the tender period.

(6)

The tender process is being undertaken in accordance with VicRoads procurement guidelines which are also
in line with the Victorian Government Purchasing Board (VGPB) guidelines.

Education
7053.

Mr NORTHE to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the provision of School Equity
Funding to schools in the Morwell electorate:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much funding did each school in the Morwell electorate receive in the calendar years 2015
and 2016.
How much funding will each school in the Morwell electorate receive in the calendar year 2017.
Were there any schools in the Morwell electorate that did not receive funding in 2015; if so, why
did they not receive funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
$9.3 million has been allocated to government schools in the Morwell electorate for School Equity Reform in 2016.
In 2015 government schools in the Morwell electorate received $4.5 million. The increase in the 2016 funding
more than doubles the funding schools received in 2015.
The 2017 equity allocations are unknown at present as the student parental education and occupational data is
collected as part of the August 2016 census. This data collected is then used to calculate 2017 Indicative school
funding and is normally released to all schools before the end of term 3.
The 2015 equity model utilised funding thresholds to determine eligibility. Seven government schools in the
Morwell electorate did not receive equity funding in 2015 because they didn’t meet the eligibility requirements.
The Andrews Labor government’s ‘Education State’ reform in 2016 results in all government schools in the
Morwell electorate receiving equity funding.

Public transport
7054.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the proposed rail/road
grade separation between Mentone railway station and Parkdale railway station, is there provision in the
project costings for the removal of obsolete rails, sleepers and ballast and for the completion of the
beautification works as shown in concept designs and drawings; if not, from where will these works be
funded.

ANSWER:
The previous Liberal government did not remove any level crossings on the Frankston line. The Andrews Labor
Government is removing 11.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) is still carrying out initial investigations and identifying design
options for the sites along the Frankston Line.
Where appropriate, LXRA will look into opportunities to reuse or salvage items for use on the project or for
maintenance across the network as the project progresses.
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Public transport
7055.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the proposed rail/road
grade separation between Highett railway station and Cheltenham railway station, is there provision in
the project costings for the removal of obsolete rails, sleepers and ballast and for the completion of the
beautification works as shown in concept designs and drawings; if not, from where will these works be
funded.

ANSWER:
The previous Liberal government did not remove any level crossings on the Frankston line. The Andrews Labor
Government is removing 11.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) is still carrying out initial investigations and identifying design
options for the sites along the Frankston Line.
Where appropriate, LXRA will look into opportunities to reuse or salvage items for use on the project or for
maintenance across the network as the project progresses.

Public transport
7056.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the proposed rail/road
grade separation between Cheltenham railway station and Mentone railway station, is there provision in
the project costings for the removal of obsolete rails, sleepers and ballast and for the completion of the
beautification works as shown in concept designs and drawings; if not, from where will these works be
funded.

ANSWER:
The previous Liberal government did not remove any level crossings on the Frankston line. The Andrews Labor
Government is removing 11.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) is still carrying out initial investigations and identifying design
options for the sites along the Frankston Line.
Where appropriate, LXRA will look into opportunities to reuse or salvage items for use on the project or for
maintenance across the network as the project progresses.

Roads and road safety
7057.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — Are there any immediate plans to
completely re-seal the surface of the road between Gelantipy and Wulgulmerang; if so, when is the
work scheduled to commence.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, at the date the question was raised:
There are no current proposals to completely reseal the surface of the Gelantipy Road in the 2016/17 financial year.
Resealing of sections of this road will be considered in future road programs.

Roads and road safety
7058.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — Are there any immediate plans to
completely re-seal the surface of the Stratford-Maffra Road; if so, when is the work scheduled to
commence.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, at the date the question was raised:
There are no current proposals to completely reseal the surface of the Stratford-Maffra Roads in the 2016/17
financial year.
A project to reconstruct two section of the road near Stratford, totalling approximately 2 km in length, has been
identified and will be considered for funding.

Roads and road safety
7059.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to road maintenance
contracts awarded by the Government in East Gippsland:
(1)
(2)

Is table drain maintenance a compulsory requirement of the contractor; if so, what is the standard
maintenance level required.
Is culvert maintenance a compulsory requirement of the contractor; if so, what is the standard
maintenance level required.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Table drain and culvert maintenance is a requirement of VicRoads’ maintenance contract that covers the East
Gippsland local government area.
Roads, including drains and culverts are inspected in accordance with VicRoads’ Road Management Plan.
In East Gippsland roads are inspected generally between weekly and monthly, depending on the category of road.
Where blocked drains and culverts result in a hazard, that is ponding of water greater than 300 mm, this hazard is
rectified on the same day.
All other maintenance is prioritised in consideration of factors such as safety, the impact on road users, and
reservation of the road.

Public transport
7060.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the proposal to grade
separate 50 intersections across Melbourne and the prospective development that will take place in the
suburb of Highett on the former CSIRO land and former Gas and Fuel land, what capacity does the
Government have to review the potential for grade separation at the intersection of Highett Road and the
Frankston railway line to avert traffic gridlock and meet existing and future traffic volume flow.

ANSWER:
The Level Crossing Removal Authority’s resources are dedicated to the priority task of removing 50 dangerous and
congested level crossings by 2022. Eleven of these crossings are on the Frankston line and construction is well
underway on the crossings at North, McKinnon and Centre roads. The removal of the 11 crossings on the
Frankston line will significantly reduce traffic congestion in the area for current and future demand.
Thank you for raising the issue of the Highett Road level crossing; we will take it into consideration for future
projects.
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Environment, climate change and water
7062.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Will noise cameras
be installed at the intersection of Flemington Road and Gatehouse Street in Parkville and North
Melbourne to assist in the control of illegal noise emissions from motorcycles.

ANSWER:
The Environment Protection (Vehicle Emissions) Regulations 2013 aim to minimise the negative impacts on
Victorians and the environment from noisy vehicles. The regulatory regime is intended to identify vehicles,
including motorcycles, that create excessive noise through poor maintenance or inappropriate modifications. EPA
enforces the regulations through an active vehicle noise enforcement campaign that includes reports from police
officers and regular roadside blitzes with Victoria Police in known problem areas.
New technologies are continually evaluated by EPA and a high standard of evidence is required for new
technologies to be adopted. The noise camera technology is not yet considered advanced enough for this
application.
Approximately 2000 vehicles are reported to EPA each year by police and EPA officers. Last month, EPA
conducted roadside operations at Windsor which resulted in four penalty infringement notices and one official
warning and this month EPA’s enforcement campaign was focused in Werribee and will result in further
infringement notices and official warnings to drivers of noisy vehicles.
Because of the subjective nature of noise, EPA is not able to respond to reports directly from the public. However,
residents affected by noisy vehicles are encouraged to report the vehicle to their local police station with as much
detail as possible about the vehicle (registration number, make, model, colour and body type) and where and when
the vehicle was observed. Once the police have observed and confirmed the vehicle as being noisy, EPA can act on
it.

Public transport
7063.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the Level Crossing
Removal Authority’s public consultations on grade separation proposed to be undertaken on the
Frankston rail line and the display pictures at the presentation held in the Cheltenham Library on
19 March 2016, is there a proposal to replicate the Heritage Cheltenham Railway Station with a design
structure such as the Amsterdam Central Station.

ANSWER:
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) is not planning to replicate the Heritage Cheltenham Railway
Station with a design structure like the Amsterdam Central Station. Cheltenham Station has a heritage overlay and
the LXRA is working closely with Kingston City Council and the local community to find the best way to retain
the station’s heritage features.
The photos that were on display at the community information session held by LXRA at Cheltenham Library on
Saturday 19 March, showed a range of rail over and rail under, and road over and road under solutions from around
the world. The images were taken from the Level Crossing Removal Project Precedent Study, which was
developed to inform the assessment of design solutions in relation to previous successful designs from around
Melbourne, Australia and internationally. These photos, including the one of Amsterdam Central Station, were
displayed for the purpose of generating discussion and feedback from the community.

Public transport
7064.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the Level Crossing
Removal Authority’s public consultations on grade separation proposed to be undertaken on the
Frankston rail line and the display pictures at the presentation held in the Cheltenham Library on

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5 May to 26 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

2211

19 March 2016, has the Authority also taken into account the nearby external issues such as graffiti and
neglected areas around the underpasses.
ANSWER:
The previous Liberal government did not remove a single crossing on the Frankston line. The Andrews Labor
Government is removing 11.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) is responsible for overseeing the removal of 50 dangerous and
congested level crossings across Melbourne, which includes planning and development, stakeholder engagement,
procurement, construction and delivery.
For the eight crossings between Cheltenham and Frankston, we are at the very early planning stage of investigating
feasible options for their removal. As the member’s question points out, the LXRA is currently consulting with the
community and feedback is being taken into account with design solutions.

Housing, disability and ageing
7067.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — With reference to the
Magpies Nest program, and documents indicating that further properties will be added to the lease and
sublease agreement when they come on line, how many properties are currently on line and/or subject
to the sublease agreement between the Office of Housing, the Salvation Army and the Collingwood
Football Club.

ANSWER:
The Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing: I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government committed to handing over 20 properties to the Salvation Army for its Magpie
Nest program in September 2015.
The member should be aware that the government is being prevented by completing this handover by protestors,
including the Member.
I call on the Member to get out of the way of the Salvation Army and let them get on with the work of housing
people who are homeless.

Energy and resources
7068.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Will the Minister follow the example
of the South Australian Government and fund the installation of solar panels on public housing; if so,
will this policy be funded in the 2016/17 budget.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government’s Saving Energy, Growing Jobs initiative-funded in the Victorian Budget
2016/17-includes a $10 million program to retrofit public housing stock and the homes of Victorians with complex
health conditions, to reduce bills and improve health.
This includes installing more energy efficient hot water, heating and cooling systems as well as insulation and
draught proofing.
Public housing tenants are permitted to install solar panels where approval has been sought and provided by the
Department of Health and Human Services.
The Victorian Government is committed to expanding the number of Victorians who can access solar power. To
assist this it has updated the energy licence exemption arrangements to allow Victorians to access solar power
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directly from solar businesses through power purchase agreements (PPAs) rather than through licensed energy
retailers.
Solar PPAs are a financial arrangement where the solar business provides, installs and maintains the solar PV
system in exchange for the customer buying the energy provided by the system at an agreed price (generally on a
monthly basis). This enables households to gain the benefit of distributed generation without the upfront capital
costs involved in purchasing solar PV systems outright.

Housing, disability and ageing
7071.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — With reference to the
properties acquired for the East West Link and subsequently managed by the Salvation Army as part of
the Magpie’s Nest program, why does the sublease specifically require that sub-tenants must not require
any significant disability modifications.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Member fails to comprehend that East West Link properties are leased to the Director of Housing.
If the Member believes the Director of Housing should spend its resources on disability modifications to
non-Director of Housing assets, then the Member fails to appreciate the role of a public non-financial corporation.
The member also fails to understand the nature of the clients assisted by the Salvation Army’s Magpie Nest
Program. If the Greens oppose the work of the Salvation Army they should admit it.

Environment, climate change and water
7094.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — What are the
outcomes of the police investigation into the attacks on St Kilda’s little penguin colony that took place
in March 2016.

ANSWER:
Victoria Police has taken carriage of the investigation into the attacks on Little Penguins at St Kilda that took place
in March 2016. The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning has offered assistance, and has
provided Victoria Police with CCTV footage. As this matter is part of an ongoing investigation, further details
cannot be released at this time.

Housing, disability and ageing
7096.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — With reference to the
election promise that an Andrews Labor Government would restore funding to the Social Housing
Advocacy and Support Program:
(1)
(2)

Why has funding not yet been restored.
Will funding be restored in the 2016/17 budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The member’s question is without basis. The Andrews Labor Government is delivering on each and every one of
its election commitments in full.
The Liberals made devastating cuts to housing of some $470m over four years, which the member fails to criticise,
note or acknowledge, either in this question, or in her general commentary on housing matters.
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This Andrews Labor Government is restoring the funding to housing after the Liberals’ devastating cuts. In this
budget alone, our $152m family violence housing blitz comes on top of our $10m commitment to rooming house
upgrades, $4.5m to support youth foyers and $500 000 for The Big Issue’s Homes for Homes program.
While the Member blocks the work of homelessness organisations like the Salvation Army, the Andrews Labor
Government is reversing Liberal cuts to housing and helping more Victorians in need.

Environment, climate change and water
7099.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to a
formal complaint to the Environment Protection Authority (EPA) by local residents about chemical and
sediment pollution of East Kilmore waterways from Midway Plantations Ltd Pty:
(1)
(2)

When will the Minister respond to the complaint of anomalies in EPA procedures and its failure to
enforce repeated notices.
Why has it taken several months for the Minister to respond to their complaint.

ANSWER:
The issues faced by the Speechleys date back to 2010 when they notified the Environment Protection Authority
Victoria (EPA) that water sampling near Kilmore East had detected elevated levels of a herbicide, which resulted in
the agency conducting a number of tests to both soil and water on the Speechleys’ property as well as two site
inspections of Midway Plantations in March and April 2013.
As a consequence of these investigations, EPA issued two statutory notices to Midway Plantations for
sediment-related concerns. On 24 October 2013, EPA issued a pollution abatement notice that required Midway to
install measures to control turbid water leaving its site and to undertake remediation works to mitigate soil erosion.
EPA was satisfied this work was completed and Midway prepared a site management plan that satisfied the
Notice’s requirements. EPA re-inspected the site on 7 January 2015 and determined that works carried out by
Midway Plantations met the Notice’s requirements. Consequently, the Notice was revoked.
During 2013, the EPA also issued Midway with a Clean Up Notice on two separate occasions, regarding the
sediment deposition on the Speechleys’ property. By May last year, the EPA determined that Midway had
complied with requirements of the Clean Up Notice, which was then revoked.
I have been informed that the EPA’s CEO, Nial Finegan, regularly met with the Speechleys, visited their property
and inspected Midway Plantations’ site, and that during the past 12 months they have been in contact with local
MPs Jacyln Symes and Rob Mitchell.
I have recently written to the Speechleys about this matter.

Roads and road safety
7100.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the removal of
lemon scented gums near the intersection of Flemington Road and Church Street as part of the CityLink
Tulla widening project:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Why has the project progressed without adequate notice and consultation with local residents.
Why were residents in Parkville given only four days’ notice of the removal of these trees outside
their properties.
What will be the diesel and noise impacts of these works on properties abutting Flemington Road.

ANSWER:
(1)

The CityLink Tulla Widening project team has met on several occasions with the City of Melbourne to
outline the design and scope of the project. This has included an initial briefing to all councillors in February
2015 and subsequent briefings with senior council staff in March, April, August, September and October
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2015, as well as February 2016. At these briefings, details of the project design and scope were shared with
councillors and council staff, including upgrades to Flemington Road and the need to remove the
lemon-scented gum trees. The City of Melbourne is also involved in the monthly CityLink Tulla Widening
Precinct Coordination Group meetings where senior representatives from the CityLink Tulla Widening
project team meet with senior representatives from relevant councils and stakeholders to provide ongoing
updates on the project. At an operational level, CPB Contractors continues to meet regularly with the City of
Melbourne to discuss construction and traffic impacts and issues. VicRoads has also had several discussions
with the National Trust.
(2)

Residents in the area received a letter on 29 March to advise of the upcoming tree removal, and a notice was
also placed on the trees on 4 April. Removal of the trees did not take place as planned on 16 April and on
19 April, the City of Melbourne voted unanimously not to grant a work order to remove the trees until further
information regarding alternative design options is presented to the council by Transurban and its contractors,
CPB Contractors. This information is likely to be presented within the next few weeks and will be
reconsidered by the council. In the meantime, the trees will not be removed and the project teams will
continue to work closely with the City of Melbourne. Local residents will be informed of the progress of this
issue by the project team.

(3)

If the removal of the trees goes ahead, residents are advised that there will be noise from the chainsaws and
mulching machines when in use. Noisy works will not begin prior to 8am. While traffic management will be
in place to keep traffic moving, residents can expect minor delays on Flemington Road and Mount Alexander
Road. VicRoads recommends allowing a little extra time when travelling through the work area. I note that
other project works will be undertaken in the area that are not associated with the proposed tree removal, to
ensure the project timeframes can be met. This work includes further technical assessments, surveys, and
services relocation work, but will not prejudice the council’s consideration of further information to be
provided by the project team as indicated above.

Housing, disability and ageing
7101.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — With reference to the
recently announced Family Violence Housing Assistance Implementation Taskforce:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What is the scope of the taskforce.
Who will take part in the taskforce.
Will the taskforce include people with direct experience of family violence and homelessness.
Will the taskforce work towards providing long-term public housing accommodation for survivors
of family violence.

ANSWER:
The scope, work and membership of the Family Violence Housing Assistance Implementation Taskforce will be
determined as per the Family Violence Royal Commission’s recommendations.

Housing, disability and ageing
7113.

Mr HIBBINS to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — What was the cost of
installing bird spikes at public housing at 150 Inkerman Street, St Kilda.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The cost of installing bird spikes is funded from the Housing Assistance measure, which was boosted by 20% in
the recent State Budget.
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Housing, disability and ageing
7114.

Mr HIBBINS to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — When will security doors be
installed on the front doors of individual units in public housing blocks at 1 Surrey Road, 5 Wicklow
Lane and 275 Malvern Road, South Yarra.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The installation of security doors commenced in April 2016 and all works are expected to be completed in coming
months.

Health
7115.

Ms MCLEISH to ask the Minister for Health — With reference to the response to question 6903,
regarding the delay in the construction of the Healesville Ambulance station, what are the details of the
extensive and appropriate consultation that was undertaken with the local community.

ANSWER:
I am informed by Ambulance Victoria that the consultation process included:
– A six month period of initial engagement with the Shire of Yarra Ranges, after which the Shire of Yarra Ranges
determined that they did not require Ambulance Victoria to apply for a town planning permit for the project;
– Ambulance Victoria subsequently consulted with local residents regarding the project, and conducted a letter
drop to local residents to provide information on the proposed ambulance station.
I am informed that no objections were received during or subsequent to the consultation process, and as the
ambulance station design meets existing town planning guidelines, no changes were made to the design.
I am informed that a further two month town planning process was required to approve the temporary provision of
relocatable buildings at the local Country Fire Authority site to accommodate the Healesville ambulance team
during construction of the new ambulance station.
Construction of the Healesville Ambulance Station is progressing well and is targeted for completion in October
2016.

Housing, disability and ageing
7125.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Alpine local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7342.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Ararat local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent needs
criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their area on
1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual Support
Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7343.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Ballarat local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7344.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Bass Coast local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7345.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Baw Baw local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7346.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Bayside local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7347.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Benalla local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7348.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Boroondara local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7349.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Brimbank local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7350.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Buloke local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7351.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Campaspe local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7352.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Cardinia local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7353.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Casey local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent needs
criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their area on
1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual Support
Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7354.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Central Goldfields local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7355.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Corangamite local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7356.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the East Gippsland local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7357.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with
disabilities in the Frankston local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do
not meet the urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme
(NDIS) is rolled out in their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others
who currently receive Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in
2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7358.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Gannawarra local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7359.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Glen Eira local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7360.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Glenelg local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7361.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Golden Plains local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7362.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Greater Bendigo local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7363.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Greater Dandenong local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet
the urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled
out in their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7364.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Greater Shepparton local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7365.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Hepburn local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7366.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Hindmarsh local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7367.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Hobsons Bay local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7368.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Horsham local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7369.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Hume local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent needs
criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their area on
1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual Support
Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7370.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Indigo local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7371.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Kingston local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7372.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Knox local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent needs
criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their area on
1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual Support
Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7373.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Latrobe local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7374.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Loddon local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7375.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Macedon Ranges local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7376.

Mr BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Manningham local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7377.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Mansfield local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7378.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Maribyrnong local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7379.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Maroondah local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7380.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Melbourne local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7381.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Melton local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7382.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Mildura local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7383.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Mitchell local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7384.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Moira local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent needs
criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their area on
1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual Support
Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7385.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Monash local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7386.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Moonee Valley local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7387.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Moorabool local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7388.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Moreland local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7389.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Mornington Peninsula local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet
the urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled
out in their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5 May to 26 May 2016

ASSEMBLY

2235

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7390.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Mount Alexander local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7391.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Moyne local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7392.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Murrindindi local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7393.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Northern Grampians local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet
the urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled
out in their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7394.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Port Phillip local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7395.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Pyrenees local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7396.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the South Gippsland local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
2238

ASSEMBLY

5 May to 26 May 2016

Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7397.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Southern Grampians local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet
the urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled
out in their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7398.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Stonnington local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7399.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Strathbogie local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7400.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Swan Hill local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7401.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Towong local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7402.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Wangaratta local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7403.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Warrnambool local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7404.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Wellington local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7405.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the West Wimmera local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7406.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Whitehorse local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
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Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7407.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Wodonga local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7408.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Wyndham local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the urgent
needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in their
area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive Individual
Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7409.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Yarra Ranges local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Housing, disability and ageing
7410.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Will people with disabilities in
the Yarriambiack local government on the Disability Support Register (DSR) who do not meet the
urgent needs criteria, have to wait until the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) is rolled out in
their area on 1 October 2017 to receive a support package, while others who currently receive
Individual Support Packages are being transferred to NDIS packages in 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The arrangements for transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme (NDIS) are set out in the Bilateral
Agreement for Transition to the National Disability Insurance Scheme and the Victorian Operational Plan.
The NDIS will be rolled out over three years from 1 July 2016 using a staged geographical approach based on the
seventeen Department of Health and Human Services areas. Under this phasing schedule, people on waitlists will
enter the NDIS first, followed by clients of defined programs, such as people living in supported accommodation
and people in receipt of individual support packages.
Existing national and state-based services and supports will continue until eligible people with a disability transfer
to the NDIS.

Environment, climate change and water
7497.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference
to the latest EPA water quality results for Port Phillip Bay and the ranking of Mentone Beach which is
the worst of the 36 beaches ranked:
(1)

(2)
(3)

What steps has the Government taken to review the sudden drop in the water quality at Mentone
and what health warnings were issued to swimmers, including ice-bergers, recreational swimmers,
the Mentone Life Saving Club and other beach users.
Has there been any reported increase in gastro-related illness among Mentone Beach users.
What steps will the Government take in future to alert beach users to the risks of swimming in
water with high E-coli content.

ANSWER:
(1)

There was no single incident that resulted in a sudden drop in water quality, but the overall seasonal water
quality was lower than for the previous two years. EPA is working with the local council to determine what
may have caused this change. Preliminary analysis suggests it may be the result of changes to localised
rainfall this season that have resulted in a general reduction in water quality for the season.
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EPA Beach Report issued twice daily water quality forecasts for beaches between 1 November 2015 and
10 April 2016. Forecasts are reported to the community on the Yarra and Bay website and EPA Twitter
account, and on weekends via signs at surf lifesaving clubs.
(2)

The Minister for Health is best placed to respond to questions about reported illnesses.

(3)

The Victorian Government will continue to provide twice daily water quality forecasts for beaches on the
Yarra and Bay website, social media updates and signage on weekends at surf lifesaving clubs over the
summer. To clarify, the water quality indicator used is enterococci, not E. coli.

Public transport
7498.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the power outage in
the United Energy zone in Sandringham on 23 April 2016, for approximately two hours in the evening:
(1)
(2)

In addition to the Sandringham railway station being without power and lighting, was there any
impact on railway services.
Which train services were stopped between stations.

ANSWER:
1)

This outage did not affect train running.

2)

No services were stopped between stations.
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